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1 Introduction 

1.1 Project Overview 

The 24-Acre Park Master Plan Project (Project) includes developing recreational park uses on a 24-acre site situated 

generally between Richardson Drive on the east and Deer Ridge Lane on the west. The parcel is undeveloped with 

the exception of an existing baseball field that occupies approximately 4.8 acres in the southeast corner of the site. 

Recreational uses proposed include an earthen walking trail, dog park, open turf area, central plaza, splash pad, 

restrooms, bocce ball courts, picnic tables, parking lot, and associated utilities. The proposed earthen trail would 

provide pedestrian access from the area proposed for the Timberline subdivision to the south; primary vehicle 

access to the park would be from Richardson Drive. The design emphasizes passive trail uses and a majority of the 

site, including the existing wetland along the western Project site boundary would remain undeveloped. The Project 

is designed to minimize tree removal and would result in no change to the existing NID canal in the southwest 

corner of the site and would not alter the existing retaining wall along Richardson Drive.  

1.2 California Environmental Quality Act Compliance 

This Initial Study has been prepared per the requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) of 

1970 (Public Resources Code [PRC] Section 21000, et seq.), and the CEQA Guidelines (California Code of 

Regulations, Title 14, Section 15000 et seq.).  

1.3 Public Review Process 

The Initial Study and the proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration will be circulated for public review for a 

period of 30 days, pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15073(a). ARD will provide public notice at the 

beginning of the public review period. 

This draft Initial Study is being routed to State agencies through the Office of Planning and Research under a Notice 

of Completion. ARD has posted a Notice of Intent to adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration at the Project site, on 

ARD’s website, and has provided the Notice of Intent to the County Clerk’s office and via direct mailings and emails 

to other stakeholders, local agencies, and other parties that have expressed interest in the Project.  

After the document has been noticed and made publicly available for 30 days ARD will consider all comments 

received, revise the Initial Study as necessary, and schedule the Project and this Initial Study for consideration by 

the ARD Board. The scheduled Board hearing will be publicly noticed prior to the public hearing. The Board will 

accept any written and oral comments at the hearing and make a decision on the Project. 

Comments or questions may be addressed to Kahl Muscott, District Administrator, Auburn Area Recreation and 

Parks District, 471 Maidu Drive #200, Auburn, California 95603, or via email at kmuscott@auburnrec.com. 
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2 Summary of Findings 

2.1 Environmental Factors Potentially Affected 

This Initial Study analyzes the environmental impacts of the Project consistent with the format and analysis prompts 

provided in Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines. The analysis determined that the Project could have potentially 

significant impacts to the following resource categories: Biological Resources, Cultural Resources, Geology and 

Soils, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, and Tribal Cultural Resources. The analysis determined that all potentially 

significant impacts would be less than significant with implementation of mitigation measures to avoid or minimize 

the impacts identified. Detailed analyses of impacts are provided under each resource section evaluated by this 

Initial Study. 

2.2 Environmental Determination 

ARD, as Lead Agency, finds that the Initial Study identifies potentially significant impacts, but that 

implementing the mitigation measures identified in Table 2-1 would avoid or minimize the impacts such that 

they would be less than significant. The Project would result in no impacts that would remain significant 

following implementation of mitigation measures.  All mitigation measures are identified in Table 2 -1, below. 

Table 2-1 

Mitigation Measures 

Measure 

Number Measure Text 

BIO-1 Removal of potential bat roost habitat identified during the assessment shall be avoided during 

the bat maternity season (May 1 through August 15). If removal of potential bat roost habitat 

occurs outside of the maternity season, no further mitigation shall be required. 

If removal of potential roost habitat must be conducted during the maternity season, a qualified 

biologist experienced with Sierra Nevada bat species shall conduct a survey to search for 

evidence of bat roosts in trees and structures subject to removal. If potential bat roosts are 

identified, pre-construction inspections for bats will be conducted using appropriate methods 

(e.g., camera inspection, exit survey with night optics, acoustic survey) within 2 weeks prior to 

said activities. If bats are found during inspections, removal of that roost feature will be delayed 

until the end of the maternity season or until a qualified bat biologist has determined that the 

young are capable of flight. 

BIO-2 To the extent feasible, tree or vegetation removal shall occur outside of the nesting season 

(February through August). If vegetation removal must be carried out during the breeding season, 

a qualified biologist shall conduct a nesting bird survey within 1 week prior to said activities to 

determine if any birds are nesting on or near the Project site (including a 500-foot buffer for 

raptors). If any active nests are observed during surveys, a suitable avoidance buffer from the 

nests shall be determined and flagged by a qualified biologist based on species, location, and 

planned construction activities. Consultation with CDFW may be required to determine 
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Table 2-1 

Mitigation Measures 

Measure 

Number Measure Text 

appropriate buffer distances. These nests shall be avoided until the chicks have fledged and the 

nests are no longer active, as determined by the qualified biologist. 

CUL-1 In order to ensure that there will be no impacts to unanticipated cultural resources, It is 

recommended that an archaeological monitor be present during all initial ground-disturbing 

activities with the potential to encounter cultural resources. The requirement to include a Native 

American Monitor should be determined by ARD through consultation and review of the present 

report findings. Archaeological monitoring may be adjusted at the recommendation of an 

archaeological principal investigator who meets the Secretary of the Interior qualifications in 

Archaeology, and in consultation with ARD, based on inspection of exposed subsurface soils and 

their observed potential to contain intact cultural deposits or material. Prior to the initiation of 

ground-disturbing work, construction personnel shall complete a Worker Environmental 

Awareness Training (WEAT) to address the potential to encounter cultural resources and protocol 

should resources be encountered, as well as inform them of the requirement for cultural 

monitors to be present during initial ground-disturbing activities. 

 In the event that archaeological resources (sites, features, or artifacts) are exposed during 

construction activities for the Project, all construction work occurring within 100 feet of the find 

shall immediately stop until the archaeological principal investigator and designative 

archaeological staff can evaluate the significance of the find and determine whether or not 

additional study is warranted. Depending upon the significance of the find under CEQA (14 CCR 

15064.5[f]; California Public Resources Code, Section 21082), the archaeologist may record the 

find and allow work to continue. If the discovery proves significant under CEQA, additional work 

such as preparation of an archaeological treatment plan, testing, or data recovery could be 

warranted. 

CUL-2 In accordance with Section 7050.5 of the California Health and Safety Code, if human remains 

are found, the County Coroner shall be immediately notified of the discovery. No further 

excavation or disturbance of the site or any nearby area reasonably suspected to overlie adjacent 

remains shall occur until the County Coroner has determined, within 2 working days of 

notification of the discovery, if the remains are human in origin. If the County Coroner determines 

that the remains are, or are believed to be, Native American, he or she shall notify the Native 

American Heritage Commission in Sacramento within 24 hours. In accordance with California 

Public Resources Code, Section 5097.98, the Native American Heritage Commission must 

immediately notify those persons it believes to be the most likely descendant from the deceased 

Native American. The most likely descendant shall complete their inspection within 48 hours of 

being granted access to the site. The designated Native American representative would then 

determine, in consultation with the property owner, the disposition of the human remains. 

GEO-1 Erosion control measures shall be implemented in accordance with Placer County Resource 

Conservation District’s “Erosion and Sediment Control Guidelines for Developing Areas of the 

Sierra Foothills and Mountains” and in accordance with the erosion control plan. This could include 

measures for slope stabilization, dust control, and temporary and permanent erosion control 
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Table 2-1 

Mitigation Measures 

Measure 

Number Measure Text 

devices/BMPs such as straw wattles, track out control devices, silt fencing, sediment traps, tarping 

of stockpiled soils, revegetation treatments or other measures specified by the erosion and dust 

control plan or SWPPP or as determined to be necessary by the Project engineer. 

GEO-2 In the event that paleontological resources (e.g., fossils) are exposed during construction 

activities for the Project, all construction work occurring within 50 feet of the find shall 

immediately stop until a qualified paleontologist meeting the professional standards of the 

Society of Vertebrate Paleontology can evaluate the significance of the find and determine 

whether or not additional study is warranted. If the discovery is clearly not significant, the 

paleontologist may document the find and allow work to continue. If the discovery proves 

potentially significant under CEQA, additional work such as preparation of a paleontological 

treatment plan and monitoring in the area of the find may be warranted. 

HAZ-1 The following measures shall be implemented prior to and during construction and shall be 

incorporated into Project plans and specifications.  

• All equipment shall be inspected by the contractor for leaks prior to the start of construction 

and regularly throughout Project construction. Leaks from any equipment shall be contained 

and the leak remedied before the equipment is again used on the site. 

• Best management practices for spill prevention shall be incorporated into Project plans and 

specifications and shall contain measures for secondary containment and safe handling 

procedures. 

• A spill kit shall be maintained on site throughout all construction activities and shall contain 

appropriate items to absorb, contain, neutralize, or remove hazardous materials stored or 

used in large quantities during construction.  

• Project plans and specifications shall identify construction staging areas and designated 

areas where equipment refueling, lubrication, and maintenance may occur. Areas 

designated for refueling, lubrication, and maintenance of equipment shall be approved by 

the City. 

• In the event of any spill or release of any chemical or wastewater during construction, the 

contractor shall immediately notify the City.  

• Hazardous substances shall be handled in accordance with Title 22 of the California Code 

of Regulations, which prescribes measures to appropriately manage hazardous substances, 

including requirements for storage, spill prevention and response and reporting procedures. 

TCR-1 Implement Best Management Practices to Reduce or Avoid Impacts on Tribal Cultural Resources. 

ARD shall implement the following measures to reduce or avoid impacts to tribal cultural 

resources. If interested Native American Tribe(s) provide information demonstrating the 

significance of the Project site and substantial evidence supporting the determination that the 

site is highly sensitive for tribal cultural resources, ARD will conduct a site visit with Tribal 

Representatives to evaluate the potential for tribal cultural resources at the Project site. If Tribal 

Representatives and ARD determine the site is highly sensitive for tribal cultural resources and 
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Table 2-1 

Mitigation Measures 

Measure 

Number Measure Text 

that the Project may have a significant impact on tribal cultural resources, ARD, in consultation 

with Tribal Representatives or others, will develop and implement best management practices 

(BMPs) to reduce or avoid impacts on tribal cultural resources. BMPs may include, but are not 

limited to: 1) modify the Project to preserve the tribal cultural resources in place, 2) establish 

exclusion zones and/or minimize work activities in proximity to tribal cultural resources, 3) 

provide notice at least seven days prior to the start of the Project to invite Tribal Representatives 

to observe and inspect the Project site during initial ground disturbing activities, 4) prepare a 

tribal cultural resources awareness brochure and provide tribal cultural resources training to 

construction personnel, 5) provide notice at least seven days prior to the start of the Project to 

invite Tribal Representatives to provide training of construction personnel involved in Project 

implementation. 

TCR-2 Inadvertent Discovery of Tribal Cultural Resources. While no tribal cultural resources have been 

identified that could be affected by the Project, the following approach for the inadvertent discovery 

of tribal cultural resources has been prepared to ensure there are no impacts to unanticipated 

resources. The topic of tribal cultural resources and appropriate management requirements will 

be addressed within the WEAT materials provided to all construction personnel prior to initiation of 

construction activities. This is included as a requirement under Mitigation Measure CUL-1. Should 

a potential tribal cultural resource be inadvertently encountered, construction activities near the 

encounter shall be temporarily halted and ARD shall be notified. ARD will notify Native American 

tribes that have been identified by the NAHC to be traditionally and culturally affiliated with the 

geographic area of the Project. If  ARD determines that the potential resource appears to be a tribal 

cultural resource (as defined by PRC Section 21074), any affected tribe would be provided a 

reasonable period of time to conduct a site visit and make recommendations regarding future 

ground disturbance activities as well as the treatment and disposition of any discovered tribal 

cultural resources. Depending on the nature of the potential resource and Tribal 

recommendations, review by a qualified archaeologist may be required. Implementation of 

proposed recommendations will be made based on the determination by ARD that the approach 

is reasonable and feasible. All activities shall be conducted in accordance with regulatory 

requirements. 
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3 Initial Study Checklist 

Project Title: 

24-Acre Park Master Plan Project 

Lead Agency: 

Auburn Area Recreation and Park District  

471 Maidu Drive Suite 200 

Auburn, CA 95603-5427 

 

Contact: Kahl Muscott, District Administrator  

Phone: 530-537-2186 

Email: kmuscott@auburnrec.com        

 

Project Sponsor: 

Auburn Area Recreation and Park District  

471 Maidu Drive Suite 200 

Auburn, CA 95603-5427 

 

Project Summary: 

Park master plan for 24-acre site to include parking, central plaza with gathering and play areas, walking paths and 

fitness stations, dog park, turf area with bocce ball courts, picnic and shade facilities, splash pad and restrooms.  

Location Summary: 

The Project site is located on the west side of Richardson Drive in the community of North Auburn, Placer County, 

California. Project site is identified as Placer County Assessor’s Parcel Number 51-211-016. 

General Plan Land Use Designation and Zoning: 

Placer County: 

• Land Use Designation: Low Density Residential (Auburn Bowman Community Plan)  

• Zoning: F-AO (Farm - Combining Aircraft Overflight) 4.6 AC. MIN  
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION  

The 24-Acre Park Master Plan Project (Project) includes developing recreational park facilities on a parcel that is 

undeveloped with the exception of an existing baseball field that occupies approximately 4.8 acres in the 

southeast corner of the site. The Project would develop the site for recreational uses including an earthen walking 

trail, dog park, open turf area, central plaza, splash pad, restrooms, bocce ball courts, and picnic tables, as well 

as associated utilities and 40 parking spaces. The proposed earthen trail would provide walk-in access from the 

area proposed for the Timberline subdivision to the south and vehicular access to the park site would be from 

Richardson Drive via Dry Creek Road or from State Route 49 (Grass Valley Highway) via Quartz Drive and Park 

Drive. A majority of the site would remain in a largely natural state and would be used for passive trail uses. The 

design would result in no change to the existing wetland area along the western site boundary, the NID canal in 

the southwest corner of the site, or the retaining wall along Richardson Drive. The Project is designed to minimize 

tree removal from the site.  

PROJECT LOCATION 

The Project site is within the unincorporated community of North Auburn in Placer County approximately 2.6 miles 

northwest of the limits of the City of Auburn and 1.1 miles west of the Auburn Municipal Airport. The Project site is 

approximately 0.5 mile west of State Route 49. The main access to the Project site is off of Richardson Drive just 

north of the existing baseball diamond on the site (Figures 1 and 2). The Placer County Assessor’s Parcel Number 

(APN) for the site is 51-211-016. The site is located in Township 13 North, Range 8 East, Section 29 of the U.S. 

Geological Survey (USGS) Auburn, California 7.5-minute quadrangle (Figure 1). The approximate center of the 

Project site corresponds to 38°57’2.041” north latitude and 121°6’36.782” west longitude. 

PROJECT SITE CHARACTERISTICS 

The Project site is located in the western foothills of the Sierra Nevada Mountain Range. Elevations on the Project 

site range from approximately 1,345 feet to 1,430 feet above mean sea level. Urban development, including 

residential, recreational, and commercial uses occupy lands north, east, and west of the Project site, while 

undeveloped land consisting generally of scattered oak woodland and annual grassland is adjacent to the south. 

While land to the south is currently vacant, the land is approved for development of the Timberline active adult 

residential subdivision project.     

The Project site occurs within the Orr Creek watershed, which drains approximately 25 square miles of land in 

Placer County. According to the USFWS National Wetlands Inventory (NWI), there are no aquatic resources 

mapped on the Project site; the nearest aquatic resource shown by the NWI is a constructed freshwater pond 

approximately 80 feet north of the Project site. Surface run-off from the western portion of the Project site is 

generally toward the scrub-shrub wetland in the western half of the Project site, while the eastern half of the 

Project site generally drains to constructed ditches and storm drain features along Richardson Drive. Irrigation 

run-off from urban development to the west appears to drain east onto the Project site providing a source of 

hydrology to the scrub-shrub wetland that runs north-south through the central-western portion of the Project site. 

This wetland may also be supported by the NID canal to the south.  

Land cover on the Project site consists of terrestrial non-vegetative land covers and natural vegetation 

communities including blue oak woodland and forest, California annual grassland, and developed areas 

associated with the existing baseball field. There are approximately 1.44 acres of aquatic resources on the site 

that are anticipated to meet criteria to be considered jurisdictional aquatic resources subject to state agency 

regulation. This consists of one seasonal wetland in the western half of the Project site, one scrub-shrub wetland 

comprising approximately 1.29 acres near the western edge of the Project site, and one ephemeral drainage 

located downslope of the baseball field in the southeastern corner of the Project site. Additionally, there is one  
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seasonal canal, owned and operated by NID, that bisects the southwest corner of the Project site. The earthen 

canal is approximately 3 feet deep by 3 feet wide and contains a mix of sand, gravel, and small cobble in its bed. 

Surrounding Land Uses. Single-family residences and the Parkside Church are immediately north of the Project 

site. Placer School for adults is east of the northern portion of the site and ARD’s Regional Park is located across 

Richardson Drive to the east. Land to the south is currently undeveloped but approved for the Timberline 

residential subdivision project. A single-family residential subdivision abuts the Project site on the west and an 

NID access and utility easement exists along the western edge of the proposed park site (Figure 2).  

The Project site is within Zones C1 and C2 of the Airport Influence Area for the Auburn Municipal Airport as 

identified by Placer County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP)(2014). Table AUB-4A of the ALUCP 

identifies local parks, neighborhood parks and playgrounds as normally compatible with the C1 and C2 zones. The 

ALUCP identifies the maximum intensity of use for the C1 zone as 100 people per acre sitewide average and 300 

people per acre as maximum single acre use intensity, while maximum intensities for the C2 zone are identified 

as 200 people per acre sitewide average and 800 people per acre maximum single acre use intensity. Land uses 

allowed in the Airport Influence Area are the same as those allowed in the underlying zoning (F – Farm) except 

that the proposed use must be identified as a compatible land use by the applicable airport land use plan based 

on the policies of the plan regarding height, noise and safety. All discretionary land use permit applications filed 

for areas within the aircraft overflight combining zone district must be referred to the Airport Land Use 

Commission if the use is not identified as compatible by the ALUCP. 

DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT 

The proposed 24-Acre Park Master Plan Project would be developed within a mostly undeveloped site owned by 

ARD. The land was previously owned by Placer Joint Union High School District and was purchased by ARD in 

2004. A conceptual master plan of proposed improvements at the 24.4-acre site was completed and approved by 

the ARD Board of Directors in 2017. Since then, ARD has held five public meetings and received public comments 

on the conceptual master plan and has further refined the master plan to reflect input received from the public. 

The proposed master plan includes the following park amenities and features, as shown in Figures 3A and 3B: 

▪ Central gathering and activity plaza with safety lighting; 

▪ Youth / toddler play area;  

▪ Water play splash pad; 

▪ Exercise stations; 

▪ Shade shelters (2); 

▪ Bocce Courts (2); 

▪ Open turf area (0.75-acre) with ADA accessible perimeter loop path; 

▪ Dog park with separate small and large dog play areas; 

▪ Earth walking path (2,640 linear feet);  

▪ Picnic tables (5) and benches (13); 

▪ Wetland overlook and interpretive signs; 

▪ Native plant display garden; 

▪ Restroom facilities (4 stalls) and outdoor shower;  

▪ Access drive with parallel parking (22 spaces); 

▪ Parking lot (18 spaces). 
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Access Drive and Parking. The Project includes a new access drive that would be constructed from Richardson 

Drive and would run east-west just north of the existing baseball diamond to a parking lot in the central portion of 

the site. Parallel parking for 22 vehicles would be provided along the new access drive which would terminate in a 

dedicated parking lot that would provide an additional 18 parking spaces, including two ADA spaces. Pedestrian 

access from the existing Regional Park to the east would be via a high visibility crosswalk across Richardson Drive 

that would connect from the existing pedestrian trail in Regional Park to a walking lane along the south shoulder 

of the new access drive. Vehicle access to the park would be controlled via a pipe gate located at the new access 

drive near Richardson Drive. Construction of the proposed access road would require an access and utility 

easement from the neighboring property to ensure safe sight distance for vehicles entering and exiting the access 

drive. 

Central Plaza. A central plaza would be located west of the main parking lot and would be accessed by paved 

walking paths and would consist of an open paved area with central architectural feature. The central plaza is 

designed as a gathering place for people and would offer a venue for small events and would have lockable 

electric outlets and safety lighting.  

Splash Pad and Play Areas. A splash pad water play area and youth / toddler play area with play structure would 

be immediately west of the central plaza and connected to the central plaza by paved walking paths. The splash 

pad water play area would be user-activated and would consist of fountains or other spray features for children 

and other park users to use during warmer months of the year. The splash pad would use potable water that 

would be stored in an approximately 1,000-gallon tank. The water from each splash cycle would be captured, 

cleaned by a filtration system, and reused for additional splash cycles. Some water loss would occur over time 

and additional potable water would be added to the system to supplement losses. It is anticipated that the splash 

pad would operate approximately April through September.  

Restrooms and Shade Structures. A restroom structure would be located west of these central plaza recreational 

facilities and connected to other facilities in the central plaza area by a paved walking path. The restrooms would 

consist of four stalls total and a shower would be located on the outside of the building. The restrooms would be 

closed during park closure hours and the shower would operate only when the park and restrooms are open for 

use. Two 24-foot by 24-foot shade structures with picnic tables and barbeque grills would be constructed near the 

restroom facility, with one structure installed north of the restroom and one on the south side of the restroom. 

Each shade structure would be constructed of metal and would be constructed over a concrete pad. 

Turf Area, Bocce Courts, and ADA Loop Trail. To the north of the central plaza would be a 0.75-acre open natural 

turf area. Two bocce courts would be constructed immediately north of the large turf area. An 830-foot ADA 

accessible paved loop path would be constructed around the perimeter of the turf area and would provide 

connections to all existing park features in the surrounding central plaza area. Along this loop path would be 

exercise stations, four benches and one picnic table.  

Large and Small Dog Park. A dedicated, fenced dog park would be constructed north of the bocce courts and turf 

area. The 1.24-acre dog park would be surfaced with bark mulch and would have separate large and small dog 

play areas. The dog park would include a water station in each dog play area. Access to the dog park would be 

double gated to allow for owners to transition their pets off and on leash and ensure that off-leash dogs remain in 

the fenced area, The dog park would include four benches. Tree removal would be limited in the dog park area 

and three existing larger diameter heritage oak trees in the dog park area would be retained for shade and 

aesthetic value.  

Vegetative Landscape Screening. Densely planted landscape trees would provide a visual buffer between the 

wetland area to the west and the central plaza facilities. Plantings in this area would include a variety of drought 

resistant species including oaks and native shrubs. Plantings in this area would reduce the visibility of restrooms, 

shade structures, turf area, and the dog park area as viewed from the single-family residences to the west and 

would create distinct activity areas in the park.   
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Walking Path. To the south of the central plaza and west of the existing baseball diamond would be a 2640-foot 

earthen walking path that would follow a meandering alignment through the oak woodland forest in this portion of 

the park. Connected to the most western portion of the path would be a wetland overlook with bench and 

interpretive sign with information about wetland values and functions. Approximately 12 benches and several 

interpretive signs and four picnic tables would be distributed in various locations within the woodland along the 

walking path. Interpretive signs would include information about habitat types, local vegetation and wildlife, and 

local/cultural history or art. The existing oak woodland in this portion of the park would continue to be maintained 

for fire safety but would otherwise remain in a largely natural state.   

Fencing around the perimeter of the park would include woven wire fencing at the NID easement along the park’s 

west side and powder-coated steel fencing along the park’s north boundary. Emergency access to the site would 

be from the NID easement that runs north-south along the park’s west side and from the access drive and 

parking lot. 

Lighting and Security 

For safety and security purposes low-level lighting would be provided in the main parking lot and in the central 

plaza area of the park as well as at the restroom. Lighting would be down-shielded to minimize glare and lighting 

outside the intended area and would be operated with photosensors or timers to turn on during nighttime hours. 

In addition, security cameras would be located in several locations and signs would be posted as a deterrent to 

unauthorized use of the park. 

Park Operations 

Hours of operation for the park would be daily from dawn to dusk. The gate at the access drive would be closed 

each evening by ARD staff or contracted security and opened each morning. Use of the park outside of open 

hours would be prohibited and would be enforced in the same manner as Regional Park and other ARD facilities. 

The dog park would be open dawn to dusk to match operations of the park overall and would be closed 

intermittently for regularly scheduled and special maintenance activities as necessary. As noted above, security 

cameras would be installed in several locations as a deterrent to unauthorized activities and to allow review of 

footage to assist in resolving any necessary enforcement actions. Facilities within the park would be available for 

reservation and rental through ARD for small gatherings such as company picnics and birthday parties. The rental 

agreement requires that users follow various rules and regulations for the permitted use and includes rules for 

amplified sound, use of alcohol and the size or attendance for the rental. Special events, such as community art 

gatherings or other community events with larger attendance may be held at the park facility several times per 

year and would similarly be subject to ARD permit conditions, including rules and regulations for allowable noise, 

alcohol use, security requirements, post-event clean-up, and supplemental facilities. All rentals and events would 

be restricted to the hours between dawn and dusk. 

Tree Removal 

A heritage oak is defined by Placer County as an oak tree with a trunk diameter greater than 24 inches or multi-

trunked oak tree with a cumulative circumference greater than 72 inches. The Project has been designed to 

retain 35 heritage oak trees but would require the removal of one heritage oak tree. The Project is designed to 

minimize impacts to oak woodland in the vicinity of the proposed walking path and dog park but would require 

removal of approximately 2.15 acres of oak woodland to provide proposed park amenities in the central plaza 

area and for parking and access. Removal of oak trees would be mitigated in accordance with Placer County 

requirements, which specify that impacts to heritage oak trees be provided on an inch-for-inch bases in 

accordance with the County’s Tree Ordinance and that impacts to oak woodland be mitigated by payment of in-

lieu fees toward preservation of oak woodland or by preserving off-site oak woodland at a minimum 2:1 

(replacement:impact) ratio.  
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Construction Activities and Methods 

Construction activities would be performed during normal daylight hours over a period of approximately 4 to 6 

months. Construction activities and methodology would consist of the following: 

• Clearing and grubbing of trees and shrubs, including stumps within portions of the site proposed for 

development. Cleared and grubbed vegetation would be chipped and spread onsite or removed and 

disposed of off-site at an approved location; 

• Grading and paving of the proposed access drive and walking paths and paved areas; 

• Installation/replacement of fencing around the perimeter of the site and proposed dog park; 

• Trenching of utilities to support proposed restrooms, lighting, and plaza outlets; 

• Clearing of vegetation for the earthen trail; 

• Planting of trees and vegetation along the proposed access drive and central plaza; 

Grading and Paving. The Project design minimizes overall grading required by retaining large natural areas of the 

site for park uses that require no modification of the natural landform. Grading will primarily be required for the 

access drive, parking area, central plaza and surrounding developed amenities, and minor grading will be 

required for walking paths. It is estimated that grading would occur over approximately 2.7 acres of the Project 

site and grading quantities would be 3600 cubic yards of cut and 3600 cubic yards of fill. Approximately 0.7 acres 

of the site would be paved with asphalt, including the access drive and main parking lot. Permeable paving would 

be used for the parking bays and plaza and amount to approximately 0.2 acres, and total concrete for sidewalks, 

shelters and restroom amount to approximately 0.4 acres.  

Materials and Equipment Staging and Storage. Temporary construction staging and materials storage areas 

would be located within the Project boundary within areas proposed for grading. It is anticipated that staging 

would primarily occur along the access drive alignment and in the vicinity of the proposed central plaza. Following 

construction, any materials not used or reused in the Project would be hauled off-site and reused or disposed of 

in a permitted landfill or recycled at a permitted recycling facility.  

Onsite Drainage and Erosion Control 

The Project would be required to comply with the requirements of the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination 

System (NPDES) permit and Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) during and following construction 

activities. The Project would be designed and constructed in accordance with the Placer County Stormwater 

Management Manual (1990) and the West Placer Storm Water Quality Design Manual (2018), which require 

implementation of Low Impact Development (LID) design strategies to manage and treat stormwater. The NPDES 

permit would require implementation of the SWPPP during construction and would ensure that construction best 

management practices for stormwater management and erosion control, such as fiber wattles, silt fencing, 

covering exposed soil piles, and site stabilization by mulching disturbed areas during construction and 

revegetating disturbed areas post-construction, are implemented. 

Schedule and Phasing 

Construction (from mobilization to demobilization) for the Project is anticipated to take approximately 4 to 6 

months (120 to 180 days) and is anticipated to be completed in a single construction season. Construction of the 

Project is anticipated to begin in May 2022 and be completed by the end of October.  

Permits and Approvals Required  

The following permits and approvals could be required to carry out the Project: 

• Placer County 
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o Minor Use Permit 

o Grading Permit 

o Tree Removal Permit 

o Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan consistency review 

• Regional Water Quality Control Board, Central Valley Region (Region 5) 

o NPDES Construction General Permit 
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Environmental Factors Potentially Affected 

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this Project, involving at least one impact 

that is a “Potentially Significant Impact,” as indicated by the checklist on the following pages. 

 Aesthetics   Agriculture and 

Forestry Resources  

 Air Quality 

 Biological Resources  Cultural Resources   Energy 

 Geology and Soils   Greenhouse Gas 

Emissions  

 Hazards and Hazardous 

Materials  

 Hydrology and Water Quality   Land Use and 

Planning  

 Mineral Resources  

 Noise   Population and 

Housing  

 Public Services  

 Recreation   Transportation   Tribal Cultural Resources  

 Utilities and Service Systems   Wildfire  Mandatory Findings of 

Significance 
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Determination (To be completed by the Lead Agency) 

On the basis of this initial evaluation: 

 I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a NEGATIVE 

DECLARATION will be prepared. 

 I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there will not 

be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been made by or agreed to by the 

project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared. 

 I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL 

IMPACT REPORT is required. 

 I find that the proposed project MAY have a “potentially significant impact” or “potentially significant unless 

mitigated” impact on the environment, but at least one effect (1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier 

document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and (2) has been addressed by mitigation measures 

based on the earlier analysis as described on attached sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is 

required, but it must analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed. 

 I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, because all 

potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 

REPORT or NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or 

mitigated pursuant to that earlier ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including 

revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed project, nothing further is required. 

 

 

  

Signature 

 

 

  

Date 
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Evaluation of Environmental Impacts 

3.1 Aesthetics 

 

Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant 

Impact With 

Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 

Significant 

Impact No Impact 

I. AESTHETICS – Except as provided in Public Resources Code Section 21099, would the project: 

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a 

scenic vista? 
    

b) Substantially damage scenic resources 

including, but not limited to, trees, rock 

outcroppings, and historic buildings within a 

state scenic highway? 

    

c) In non-urbanized areas, substantially 

degrade the existing visual character or 

quality of public views of the site and its 

surroundings? (Public views are those that 

are experienced from publicly accessible 

vantage point). If the project is in an 

urbanized area, would the project conflict 

with applicable zoning and other regulations 

governing scenic quality? 

    

d) Create a new source of substantial light or 

glare which would adversely affect day or 

nighttime views in the area? 

    

 

Setting 

The Project site is located in Placer County in the unincorporated community of North Auburn within an area of 

existing urban development. The site is bordered by Richardson Drive on the east, the Deer Ridge residential 

subdivision on the north, vacant land slated for the approved Timberline residential development to the south, and 

a single-family residence and the Parkside Church immediately north of the Project site’s northern boundary. Placer 

School for adults abuts the northern portion of the site on the east and ARD’s large Regional Park is located across 

Richardson Drive to the east. The Project site is undeveloped except for an existing baseball field that occupies 

approximately 4.8 acres in the southeast corner of the site; the portion of the site nearest to Richardson Drive. 

Undeveloped portions of the site are visually characterized by mixed oak woodland that runs generally north-south 

through the center of the site, and an open wetland swale and surrounding grassland that occupies several acres 

in the western portion of the site. From Richardson Drive the views of the site are generally characterized by the 

existing baseball field and retaining wall that runs adjacent to the roadway. Views into the site from areas to the 

north, west and south are generally characterized by oak woodland and the open wetland and annual grassland. 

No formally designated scenic vistas occur in the vicinity of the Project site and the site is not visible from any 

designated state scenic highway.  
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Impact Discussion 

a) Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? 

No formally designated scenic vista is identified in the vicinity of the Project site and the Project site is not 

a component of any formally designated scenic vista. The Project is designed to largely retain the forested 

characteristics of the site and would make no change to the existing wetland in the western portion of the 

site. Vegetative plantings would be installed to screen the more intensively developed central portion of the 

park as viewed from the north and west. The Project would result in no change to any formally designated 

scenic vista, would largely retain woodland and wetland features, and would be visually consistent with 

surrounding urban development as well as recreational park development associated with ARD’s adjacent 

Regional Park facility. Impacts to any scenic vista would be less than significant. 

b) Would the project substantially damage scenic resources including, but not limited to, trees, rock 

outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway? 

The Project site would not be visible from SR 49 and the portion of SR 49 near the Project site is not 

designated or considered eligible for designation as a state scenic highway.  The Project would result in no 

impact to scenic resources as viewed from a state scenic highway.  

c) In non-urbanized areas, would the project substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of 

public views of the site and its surroundings? (Public views are those that are experienced from publicly 

accessible vantage point). If the project is in an urbanized area, would the project conflict with applicable 

zoning and other regulations governing scenic quality? 

The Project site is within an area of existing urban development and proposed park uses would be 

consistent with the existing zoning and the Project would be subject to review by Placer County to obtain 

approval of a minor use permit to allow for park uses. The site is currently used for park uses associated 

with the baseball field and informal user trails exist throughout the site. The Project would retain much of 

the existing character of the site by retaining large areas of oak woodlands and the existing wetlands and 

by providing vegetative screening of more intensive park uses in the central portion of the site. The park 

and recreational uses would be visually consistent with the urban development in the surrounding area and 

would complement the existing park uses at the adjacent Regional Park facility.  

Project construction could temporarily degrade the existing visual character of the site and immediate 

surroundings as a result of disturbance associated with grading and construction activities. Construction 

equipment and materials could also contribute to temporary impacts to the visual quality of the site during 

construction, particularly from surrounding areas to the north and east, since more intensive construction 

would be limited to the central portion of the site.  

The Project would not substantially degrade the existing visual character of the site and its surroundings, 

would be consistent with existing zoning and Placer County land use regulations, and impacts during 

construction would be temporary. Therefore, impacts  from degrading the visual character or quality of the 

site and its surroundings would be less than significant. 



DRAFT MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION FOR THE 24- ACRE PARK MASTER PLAN PROJECT 

   12978 

 23 June 2021 

d) Would the project create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect day or 

nighttime views in the area? 

Project implementation would not introduce new sources of substantial light or light that would adversely 

affect nighttime views in the area. The Project does not include land uses that typically cause glare such as 

windows and the park does not propose light sources that would impede nighttime views. As discussed 

above, the new structures and recreational facilities would be largely screened from view from the 

surrounding residential and commercial land uses. Additionally, only low-level security lighting would be 

installed in the vicinity of the central square area, the parking lot, and access drive, which would be 

consistent with lighting in the surrounding developed areas. This impact would be less than significant. 

3.2 Agriculture and Forestry Resources 

 

Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant 

Impact With 

Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 

Significant 

Impact No Impact 

II. AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY RESOURCES – In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are 

significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to the California Agricultural Land Evaluation and 

Site Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the California Department of Conservation as an optional 

model to use in assessing impacts on agriculture and farmland. In determining whether impacts to forest 

resources, including timberland, are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to 

information compiled by the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection regarding the state’s 

inventory of forest land, including the Forest and Range Assessment Project and the Forest Legacy 

Assessment project; and forest carbon measurement methodology provided in Forest Protocols adopted by 

the California Air Resources Board. Would the project: 

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, 

or Farmland of Statewide Importance 

(Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared 

pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and 

Monitoring Program of the California 

Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use? 

    

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural 

use, or a Williamson Act contract? 
    

c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause 

rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public 

Resources Code section 12220(g)), 

timberland (as defined by Public Resources 

Code section 4526), or timberland zoned 

Timberland Production (as defined by 

Government Code section 51104(g))? 

    

d) Result in the loss of forest land or 

conversion of forest land to non-forest use? 
    

e) Involve other changes in the existing 

environment which, due to their location or 

nature, could result in conversion of 

Farmland, to non-agricultural use or 

conversion of forest land to non-forest use? 
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Setting 

The Project site is located on land designated by the California Department of Conservation’s Farmland Mapping 

and Monitoring Program (FMMP) as “Farmland of Local Importance” and is not designated as prime farmland, 

unique farmland or Farmland of Statewide Importance (CDC 2021). The site is zoned Farm – Combining Aircraft 

Overflight (F-AO). The F-AO zoning allows for park uses with approval of a minor use permit. The site does not support 

agricultural or timber operations and does not carry a zoning specific to forest land or timberland and is not within 

a Timber Production zone. The Project site is adjacent to the existing regional park and an existing baseball field 

occupies nearly 5 acres in the southwestern corner of the site and is frequently used by the public.  

Impact Discussion 

a) Would the project convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance 

(Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program 

of the California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use? 

The Project site is located on land designated by the California Department of Conservation’s Farmland 

Mapping and Monitoring Program (FMMP) as “Farmland of Local Importance” and do not include any prime 

farmland, unique farmland or Farmland of Statewide Importance (CDC 2021). Therefore, while the Project 

would construct a non-agricultural use, the Project would result in no impact to designated Prime Farmland, 

Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance. 

b) Would the project conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract? 

Based on a review of the California Department of Conservation’s 2013-2014 Williamson Act Map for 

Placer County, the Project site does not include land subject to a Williamson Act contract (CDC 2021). The 

Project site is zoned F-AO (Farm – Combining Aircraft Overflight) in the Placer County zoning ordinance and 

designated as Farmland of Local Importance under the FMMP. Park uses are identified by the Placer County 

zoning ordinance as allowable within the F-AO zone district with approval of a minor use permit. The Project 

site is located within an existing urban area and was previously planned for the development of a new 

school when the land was owned by Placer Union High School District (PUHSD) and an existing baseball 

field is in use on approximately 5 acres of the site. The Project site is also adjacent to ARD’s existing 

Regional Park facility. Currently, the Project site does not support agricultural uses and would require 

substantial tree removal for such activities. Therefore, the Project would have no impact resulting from any 

conflict with existing agricultural zoning or Williamson Act contracts. 

c) Would the project conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public 

Resources Code section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code section 4526), or 

timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by Government Code section 51104(g))? 

The Project site within an existing urban area, which does not include forest or timberland land use or 

zoning designations. The Project would not conflict with zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land, timberland, 

or timberland zoned Timberland Production land. The Project would result in no impact to forest land or 

timberland. 
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d) Would the project result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use? 

The Project would not result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use. The Project 

would involve the construction of a new public park facility on land owned by ARD. No impact related to the 

loss or conversion of forest land would occur with implementation of the Project.  

e) Would the project involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their location or 

nature, could result in conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural use or conversion of forest land to 

non-forest use? 

The Project site is zoned F-AO (Farm- Combining Airport Overflight) in the Placer County general plan. The 

Project site and surrounding area do not support active agricultural or farmland uses and the site is 

surrounded by existing urban development. The site was previously planned for development as a new 

school site when the site was owned by PUHSD. The site is not zoned as forestland and does not support 

timber uses. Therefore, the Project would have no impact with regards to the conversion of forestland or 

Farmland to non-agricultural uses. 

3.3 Air Quality 

 

Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant 

Impact With 

Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 

Significant 

Impact No Impact 

III. AIR QUALITY – Where available, the significance criteria established by the applicable air quality 

management district or air pollution control district may be relied upon to make the following 

determinations. Would the project: 

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of 

the applicable air quality plan? 
    

b) Result in a cumulatively considerable net 

increase of any criteria pollutant for which 

the project region is non-attainment under 

an applicable federal or state ambient air 

quality standard? 

    

c) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial 

pollutant concentrations? 
    

d) Result in other emissions (such as those 

leading to odors) adversely affecting a 

substantial number of people? 

    

 

Setting 

The Project site is within Placer County Air Pollution Control District (PCAPCD), which is the local agency authorized 

to regulate stationary air quality sources in the Placer County. The Federal Clean Air Act and the California Clean Air 

Act mandate the control and reduction of specific air pollutants. Under these Acts, the U.S. Environmental Protection 

Agency and the California Air Resources Board have established ambient air quality standards for specific "criteria" 

pollutants, designed to protect public health and welfare. Primary criteria pollutants include carbon monoxide, 
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reactive organic gases (ROG), nitrogen oxides (NOX), coarse particulate matter (PM10), sulfur dioxide, and lead. 

Secondary criteria pollutants include ozone (O3), and fine particulate matter (PM2.5). 

Sensitive receptors are defined as facilities where sensitive population groups are located, including residences, 

schools, childcare centers, convalescent homes, and medical facilities. Land uses such as schools and hospitals 

are considered more sensitive than the general public to poor air quality because of an increased susceptibility to 

respiratory distress within the populations associated with these uses. The closest sensitive receptors to the Project 

site are existing residences surrounding the Project site.  

Common sources of odors and odor complaints include wastewater treatment plants, transfer stations, coffee 

roasters, painting/coating operations, and landfills. The Project is located close to small retail shops, electronic 

stores, and other similar uses that are not common sources of odors. 

The PCAPCD regulates many sources of air pollutants and is responsible for implementing certain programs and 

regulations for controlling air pollutant emissions to improve air quality and attain National Ambient Air Quality 

Standards (NAAQS) and California Ambient Air Quality Standards (CAAQS). Development projects have the potential 

to generate air pollutants that would result in adverse environmental impacts. In order to evaluate air pollutant 

emissions from development projects, the PCAPCD recommends significance thresholds for emissions of ROG, NOx, 

CO, and PM10. The PCAPCD recommends significance thresholds as listed in Table AQ-1, expressed in pounds per 

day, which serve as air quality standards that may be used in the evaluation of air quality impacts associated with 

development projects. These thresholds were included in the 2017 update to PCAPCD’s CEQA Air Quality Handbook.  

Table AQ-1 

PCAPCD Significance Thresholds for Criteria Pollutants 

Pollutant 

Construction 

Threshold Operational Threshold  

Operational Cumulative-

Level Threshold 

Pounds per Day 

ROG 82 55 55 

NOX 82 55 55 

PM10 82 82 82 

Source: PCAPCD 2017. 

PCAPCD guidelines provide that a Project would not result in significant project-level criteria pollutant emissions of 

ROG, NOx, and PM10, for which the region is designated non-attainment if it does not exceed the construction and 

operational significance thresholds. In addition, a project would not be considered to be cumulatively considerable 

and would result in a less-than-significant cumulative impact if it does not exceed the PCAPCD cumulative-level 

significance thresholds.  

Impact Discussion 

a) Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan? 

The Project site is under the jurisdiction of the PCAPCD within the Sacramento Valley Air Basin (SVAB). The 

SVAB is designated nonattainment for both national and California ozone standards. Accordingly, the 

PCAPCD, along with other local air districts in the SVAB, is required to comply with and implement the State 

Implementation Plan (SIP) to demonstrate when and how the region can attain the federal O3 standards. 
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As such, the PCAPCD, along with the other air districts in the region, prepared the Sacramento Regional 8-

Hour Ozone Attainment and Reasonable Further Progress Plan (Draft 2017 SIP Revisions). The Ozone 

Attainment Plan addresses attainment of the federal 8-hour O3 standard, while the 2015 Triennial Report 

and Air Quality Plan Revision address attainment of the California 1-hour and 8-hour O3 standards 

(SMAQMD 2016). These are the latest plans adopted by the PCAPCD in coordination with the air quality 

management districts and air pollution control districts of El Dorado, Sacramento, Solano, Sutter, and Yolo 

counties, and they incorporate land use assumptions and travel demand modeling provided by Sacramento 

Area Council of Governments (SACOG). The purpose of a consistency finding is to determine if a project is 

inconsistent with the assumptions and objectives of the regional air quality plans, and thus if it would 

interfere with the region’s ability to comply with federal and state air quality standards. In general, projects 

are considered consistent with, and would not conflict with or obstruct implementation of the air quality 

plan if the growth in socioeconomic factors is consistent with the underlying regional plans used to develop 

the air quality management plan. 

Demographic growth forecasts for various socioeconomic categories (e.g., population, housing, 

employment by industry) were developed by SACOG for its Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable 

Communities Strategy (MTP/SCS) (SACOG 2016) based on general plans for cities and counties in the 

SVAB. The air quality management plans rely on the land use and population projections provided in the 

MTP/SCS, which is generally consistent with the local plans; therefore, the air quality management plans 

are generally consistent with local government plans. Notably, the Project would result in a new 24-acre 

public park facility, which would not result in significant population growth associated with new residential 

housing or a large number of new jobs and would therefore not result in growth that would substantially 

exceed any established growth projections relied on by air qualify planning and adopted control strategies. 

As such, the Project would result in no conflict with the population projections of SACOG and the Project 

would have no impacts relating to the project’s potential to conflict with or obstruct implementation of the 

applicable air quality management plan. 

b) Would the project result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which the 

project region is non-attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air quality standard? 

Non-attainment pollutants of concern include O3 and PM10. If a project exceeds the identified thresholds of 

significance, its emissions would result in significant adverse air quality impacts to the region’s existing air 

quality conditions. The following discussion evaluates the potential for the Project’s construction and 

operational emissions to result in a considerable contribution to the region’s cumulative air quality impact. 

Construction 

Construction of the Project would generate construction-related air pollutant emissions from entrained 

dust, equipment and vehicle exhaust emissions, asphalt pavement, and architectural coatings. Exhaust 

from internal combustion engines used by construction equipment, vendor trucks (delivery trucks), haul 

trucks, and worker vehicles would result in emissions of ROG, NOx, and PM10. Construction of the Project 

would also generate CO, SOx and PM2.5 emissions; however, only the criteria air pollutants that the PCAPCD 

have adopted thresholds for are presented in Table AQ-1, though all criteria air pollutant emissions are 

included in Appendix A.  

For purposes of estimating Project emissions, and based on information provided by ARD, it is assumed 

that construction of the Project would commence in May 2022 and would last approximately four to six 
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months. The analysis contained herein is based on the following schedule assumptions (duration of phases 

is approximate1): 

• Site Preparation: 15 days 

• Grading: 35 days 

• Building Construction: 25 days 

• Paving: 10 days 

General construction equipment modeling assumptions are provided in Table AQ-2. The equipment mix was 

generated by CalEEMod. For the analysis, it was generally assumed that heavy-duty construction equipment 

would be operating at the site five days per week, up to a maximum of eight hours per day. It was assumed 

that building construction would require four vendor truck trips per day for material deliveries. Total haul 

trucks was assumed to be 30 trips, which accounts for the export of vegetation. Detailed construction 

equipment modeling assumptions are provided in Appendix A. 

Table AQ-2 

Construction Workers, Vendor Trips, and Equipment Use 

Construction Phase 

One-Way Vehicle Trips Equipment 

Average 

Daily Worker 

Trips 

Average 

Daily Vendor 

Truck Trips 

Total Haul 

Truck Trips Equipment Type Quantity 

Daily 

Usage 

Hours 

Site Preparation 18 0 30 Rubber Tired Dozers 3 8 

Tractors/Loaders/Ba

ckhoes 

4 8 

Grading 20 4 0 Excavators 2 8 

Grading 1 8 

Rubber Tired Dozers 1 8 

Tractors/Loaders/Ba

ckhoes 

2 8 

Scrapers 2 8 

Building Construction 18 4 0 Forklifts 3 8 

Generator Sets 1 8 

Tractors/Loaders/Ba

ckhoes 

3 7 

Paving 16 0 0 Pavers 2 8 

Paving Equipment 2 8 

Rollers  2 8 

Notes: See Appendix A for additional details. 

Entrained dust results from the exposure of earth surfaces to wind from the direct disturbance and 

movement of soil, resulting in PM10 and PM2.5 emissions. To account for compliance with PCAPCD Rule 228 

(fugitive dust), it was assumed that the active sites would be watered at least twice daily, or as necessary 

depending on weather conditions. The application of architectural coatings, such as exterior/interior paint 

and other finishes, would also produce VOC (ROG) emissions. The Project would also comply with the 

 
1 Note that the duration of phases and overall modeling assumptions were conservative to provide a potential worst-case scenario for 

potential construction emissions. 
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requirements of PCAPCD Rule 218 (Architectural Coatings) in regards to the application of paving and 

architectural coatings. 

Predicted construction emissions for the worst-case day for the Project are presented in Table AQ-3 and 

are compared to the PCAPCD significance thresholds. 

Table AQ-3 

Maximum Daily Construction Criteria Air Pollutant Emissions 

Year 

ROG NOx PM10 

Pounds per Day 

2022 3.70 39.30 9.93 

PCAPCD threshold 82 82 82 

Threshold exceeded? No No No 

Notes: ROG = reactive organic gas; NOx = oxides of nitrogen; PM10 = coarse particulate matter; PCAPCD = Placer County 

Air Pollution Control District. 

The values shown are the maximum summer or winter daily emissions results from CalEEMod.  

These estimates reflect implementation of PCAPCD Rule 228, which assumes watering of the site two times per day.  

Emissions presented in the above table are provided in the “mitigated” CalEEMod output because the estimates 

include emission reductions associated with required compliance with regulations, but are not actual mitigation 

measures. 

Source: See Appendix A for details. 

As shown in Table AQ-3, ROG, NOx and PM10 emissions during construction would not exceed the PCAPCD 

significance thresholds; therefore the Project would have a less than significant impact. As previously 

discussed, the Project would comply with Rule 228 in order to reduce fugitive dust impacts. Rule 228 

requires a Dust Control Plan for any construction project or construction-related activity where greater than 

one acre of a project site’s surface will be disturbed. Dust control requirements, summarized below, are to 

be initiated at the start and maintained throughout the duration of construction in accordance with Rule 

228:  

1. Unpaved areas subject to vehicle traffic must be stabilized by being kept wet, treated with a chemical 

dust suppressant, or covered. In geographic ultramafic rock units, or when naturally occurring asbestos, 

ultramafic rock, or serpentine is to be disturbed, the cover material shall contain less than 0.25 percent 

asbestos as determined using the bulk sampling method for asbestos in Section 502. 

2. The speed of any vehicles and equipment traveling across unpaved areas must be no more than 15 

miles per hour unless the road surface and surrounding area is sufficiently stabilized to prevent 

vehicles and equipment traveling more than 15 miles per hour from emitting dust exceeding 

Ringelmann 2 or visible emissions from crossing the project boundary line. 

3. Storage piles and disturbed areas not subject to vehicular traffic must be stabilized by being kept 

wet, treated with a chemical dust suppressant, or covered when material is not being added to or 

removed from the pile. 

4. Prior to any ground disturbance, including grading, excavating, and land clearing, sufficient water 

must be applied to the area to be disturbed to prevent emitting dust exceeding Ringelmann 2 and 

to minimize visible emissions from crossing the boundary line. 
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5. Construction vehicles leaving the site must be cleaned to prevent dust, silt, mud, and dirt from 

being released or tracked off site. 

6. When wind speeds are high enough to result in dust emissions crossing the boundary line, despite 

the application of dust mitigation measures, grading and earthmoving operations shall be 

suspended. 

7. No trucks are allowed to transport excavated material off -site unless the trucks are maintained 

such that no spillage can occur from holes or other openings in cargo compartments, and loads 

are either; 

i. Covered with tarps; or 

ii. Wetted and loaded such that the material does not touch the front, back, or sides of the 

cargo compartment at any point less than six inches from the top and that no point of the 

load extends above the top of the cargo compartment. 

8. A person shall take actions such as surface stabilization, establishment of a vegetative cover, or 

paving, to minimize wind-driven dust from inactive disturbed surface areas. 

Implementation of the fugitive dust control measures required by Rule 228 would ensure air quality and 

fugitive dust-related impacts associated with construction would remain less than significant. 

Operation 

Operation of the Project would produce ROG, NOx, CO, SOx, PM10, and PM2.5 emissions from area sources, 

including natural gas combustion, use of consumer products, and motor vehicle trips to the Project site. 

The estimation of operational emissions was based on proposed land use defaults and total area (i.e., 

acreage) of the Project that would be in operation by 2023 (first year of full operation). 

CalEEMod was used to estimate daily emissions from Project-related operational sources. Table AQ-4 

summarizes the operational emissions criteria pollutants that would be generated from the Project. 

Operational emissions were then compared to the PCAPCD operational thresholds. 

Table AQ-4 

Maximum Daily Operational Criteria Air Pollutant Emission 

Emission Source 

ROG NOx PM10 

Pounds per Day 

Area Sources 0.07 <0.01a <0.01 

Energy 0.00 0.00 0.00 

Mobile 0.87 4.71 2.42 

Total Project Emissions 0.94 4.71 2.41 

PCAPCD threshold 55 55 82 

Threshold exceeded? No No No 

Notes: ROG = reactive organic gas; NOx = oxides of nitrogen; PM10 = coarse particulate matter; PCAPCD = Placer County 

Air Pollution Control District. 

The values shown are the maximum summer or winter daily emissions results from CalEEMod.  
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Source: See Appendix A for details. 
a <0.01 = value less than reported 0.01 pounds per day. 

As shown in Table 4, maximum daily operational emissions would not exceed the PCAPCD thresholds for 

ROG, NOx, and PM10. As such, the Project would result in a less than significant impact in regards to 

operational impacts. 

c) Would the project expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations? 

Air quality varies as a direct function of the amount of pollutants emitted into the atmosphere, the size and 

topography of the air basin, and the prevailing meteorological conditions. Air quality problems arise when the 

rate of pollutant emissions exceeds the rate of dispersion. Reduced visibility, eye irritation, and adverse health 

impacts upon those persons termed “sensitive receptors” are the most serious hazards of existing air quality 

conditions. Some land uses are considered more sensitive to changes in air quality than others, depending on 

the population groups and the activities involved. People most likely to be affected by air pollution, include 

children, the elderly, athletes, and people with cardiovascular and chronic respiratory diseases. Sensitive 

receptors include residences, schools, playgrounds, child-care centers, athletic facilities, long-term health-care 

facilities, rehabilitation centers, convalescent centers, and retirement homes. The discussion below reviews the 

significance of emissions within the context of potential impacts to sensitive receptors. Sensitive receptors in 

the vicinity of the Project include single-family residential uses, located adjacent to the Project’s boundary to the 

north, east, and west.  

Toxic Air Contaminants  

“Incremental cancer risk” is the net increased likelihood that a person continuously exposed to 

concentrations of Toxic Air Contaminants (TACs) resulting from a project over a 9-, 30-, and 70-year 

exposure period would contract cancer based on the use of standard California Office of Environmental 

Health Hazard Assessment (OEHHA) risk-assessment methodology (OEHHA 2015). In addition, some TACs 

have non-carcinogenic effects. TACs that would potentially be emitted during construction activities would 

be DPM emitted from heavy-duty construction equipment and heavy-duty trucks. Heavy-duty construction 

equipment and diesel trucks are subject to CARB ATCMs to reduce diesel particulate matter (DPM) 

emissions. According to the OEHHA, HRAs should be based on a 30-year exposure duration based on typical 

residency period; however, such assessments should be limited to the period/duration of activities 

associated with the Project (OEHHA 2015). Thus, the duration of proposed construction activities 

(approximately four to six months) would only constitute a small percentage of the total long-term exposure 

period and would not result in exposure of proximate sensitive receptors to substantial TACs.  

In regards to operations, the Project does not include potential sources of substantial TACs, such as large 

boilers or emergency generators. As such, the Project would not result in a substantial increase in TAC 

generation from on-site sources during long-term operations and would not result in significant health risk 

at nearby sensitive receptors.  

Health Effects of Criteria Air Pollutants 

Construction and operation of the Project would not result in emissions that exceed the PCAPCD 

significance thresholds for any criteria air pollutants, including ROG, NOx, or PM10. ROG emissions would 

be associated with motor vehicles, construction equipment, and architectural coatings; however, Project-



DRAFT MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION FOR THE 24- ACRE PARK MASTER PLAN PROJECT 

   12978 

 32 June 2021 

generated ROG emissions would not result in exceedances of the PCAPCD significance thresholds, as 

shown in Table AQ-3 and Table AQ-4. 

ROG and NOx are precursors to O3, for which the SVAB is designated as nonattainment with respect to 

the CAAQS. The health effects associated with O3 are generally associated with reduced lung function. 

The contribution of ROG and NOx to regional ambient O3 concentrations is the result of complex 

photochemistry. The increases in O3 concentrations in the SVAB due to O3 precursor emissions tend to 

be found downwind from the source location to allow time for the photochemical reactions to occur. 

However, the potential for exacerbating excessive O3 concentrations would also depend on the time of 

year that the precursor emissions would occur because exceedances of the O3 AAQS tend to occur 

between April and October when solar radiation is highest. The holistic effect of a single project’s 

emissions of O3 precursors is speculative due to the lack of quantitative methods to assess this impact. 

Nonetheless, because ROG and NOx emissions associated with Project construction and/or operation 

would not exceed the PCAPCD significance thresholds, it is not anticipated the Project would contribute 

substantially to regional O3 concentrations and the associated health effects. 

Construction and operation of the Project would not contribute to exceedances of the NAAQS and CAAQS 

for NO2. Health effects that result from NO2 (which is a constituent of NOx) include respiratory irritation, 

which could be experienced by nearby receptors during the periods of heaviest use of off-road construction 

equipment. However, construction activities would be short-term after which activities would cease. In 

addition, existing NO2 concentrations in the area are well below the NAAQS and CAAQS standards and 

construction and operation of the Project would not create substantial NOx emissions. Therefore, the Project 

is not anticipated to result in potential health effects associated with NO2. 

Mobile source impacts occur on two scales of motion. Regionally, Project-related travel would add to 

regional trip generation and increase the VMT within the local airshed and the SVAB. Locally, Project-

generated traffic would be added to the roadway system. If such traffic occurs during periods of poor 

atmospheric ventilation, is composed of a large number of vehicles “cold-started” and operating at 

pollution-inefficient speeds, and is operating on roadways already crowded with non-project traffic, there is 

a potential for the formation of microscale CO hotspots in the area immediately around points of 

substantially elevated and localized CO emissions, such as around congested intersections. During 

construction, the Project would result in CO emissions from construction worker vehicles, haul trucks, and 

off-road equipment. Title 40, section 93.123(c)(5) of the California Code of Regulations, Procedures for 

Determining Localized CO, PM10, and PM2.5 Concentrations (hot-spot analysis), states that “CO, PM10, and 

PM2.5 hot-spot analyses are not required to consider construction-related activities, which cause temporary 

increases in emissions. Each site which is affected by construction-related activities shall be considered 

separately, using established ‘Guideline’ methods. Temporary increases are defined as those which occur 

only during the construction phase and last five years or less at any individual site” (Cal. Code Regs., tit. 

40, § 93.123). Since construction activities would be temporary a project-level construction hotspot 

analysis would not be required. In regards to operations, the Project would generate minimal new traffic 

trips associated with the proposed park. Thus, the Project’s CO emissions would not contribute to significant 

health effects associated with this pollutant. 

Construction and operation of the Project would also not exceed thresholds for PM10 and would not 

contribute to exceedances of the NAAQS and CAAQS for particulate matter or obstruct the SVAB from 

coming into attainment for these pollutants. Furthermore, the Project would be required to comply with 

PCAPCD Rule 228, which limits the amount of fugitive dust generated during construction. Due to the minimal 
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contribution of PM10 during construction and operation, it is not anticipated that the Project would result in 

potential health effects associated related to particulate matter.  

In summary, because construction and operation of the Project would not result in exceedances of the 

PCAPCD significance thresholds for ROG, NOx, and PM10, and because the PCAPCD thresholds are based 

on levels that the SVAB can accommodate without affecting the attainment date for the AAQS, The AAQS 

have been developed to protect public health and welfare, it is anticipated that the Project would not result 

in health effects associated with criteria air pollutants and the impact would be less than significant. 

d) Would the project result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors) adversely affecting a 

substantial number of people? 

The occurrence and severity of potential odor impacts depends on numerous factors. The nature, 

frequency, and intensity of the source; the wind speeds and direction; and the sensitivity of receiving 

location each contribute to the intensity of the impact. Although offensive odors seldom cause physical 

harm, they can be annoying and cause distress among the public and generate citizen complaints. 

Potential odors produced during construction would be attributable to concentrations of unburned 

hydrocarbons from tailpipes of construction equipment, architectural coatings, and asphalt pavement 

application. In general, odors are highest near the source, but disperse quickly resulting in a reduced offsite 

exposure. Sensitive receptors located adjacent to the Project site may be affected. However, construction 

activities would use typical construction techniques in compliance with PCAPCD rules and any odors 

associated with Project construction activities would be temporary and would cease upon completion of 

construction. Therefore, impacts associated with odors during construction would be less than significant. 

In regards to operations and land use compatibility, odor impacts are addressed qualitatively based on odor 

screening distances as recommended by PCAPCD guidance. Certain highly odiferous sources have 

screening distances of two miles. These include wastewater treatment plants, sanitary landfills, and certain 

industrial facilities (petroleum refineries, asphalt batch plants, and chemical manufacturing). Other odor 

sources have screening distances of one mile and include recycling and waste transfer stations, coffee 

roasters, and food processing facilities (PCAPCD 2017). The Project involves construction of a 24-acre park 

which would not result in sources commonly associated with odors. Therefore, impacts associated with 

odors generated from operations would be less than significant. 

Mitigation Measures 

No mitigation measures are required.  
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3.4 Biological Resources 

 

Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant 

Impact With 

Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 

Significant 

Impact No Impact 

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES – Would the project: 

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either 

directly or through habitat modifications, on 

any species identified as a candidate, 

sensitive, or special status species in local 

or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or 

by the California Department of Fish and 

Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? 

    

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any 

riparian habitat or other sensitive natural 

community identified in local or regional 

plans, policies, regulations, or by the 

California Department of Fish and Game or 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? 

    

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on state 

or federally protected wetlands (including, 

but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, 

coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, 

hydrological interruption, or other means? 

    

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of 

any native resident or migratory fish or 

wildlife species or with established native 

resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or 

impede the use of native wildlife nursery 

sites? 

    

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances 

protecting biological resources, such as a 

tree preservation policy or ordinance? 

    

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted 

Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural 

Community Conservation Plan, or other 

approved local, regional, or state habitat 

conservation plan? 

    

Setting 

A biological resources assessment was prepared by Dudek to identify and characterize existing onsite biological 

resources, with particular focus on the potential of the Project site to support special-status plant and wildlife 

species and other sensitive resources, such as wetlands and other aquatic resources potentially under the 

regulatory jurisdiction of state and/or federal resource agencies (Dudek 2020; Appendix B). The approximately 

24.79-acre Project site is adjacent to the ARD Regional Park in North Auburn within western Placer County, 

California. The site is located approximately 0.4 miles west of State Route (SR) 49, south of Dry Creek Road and 
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north of Bell Road. The biological resources assessment included a field survey as well as database and literature 

searches using the following sources to determine special-status species with potential to occur within the Project 

region: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) IPaC Trust Resource Report; California Department of Fish and 

Wildlife (CDFW) California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB); and the California Native Plant Society (CNPS) 

online Inventory of Rare and Endangered Vascular Plants.  

A biological resources field survey of the Project site was performed on October 1, 2020. The survey was conducted 

on foot to visually cover the entire Project site. Concurrent with the fieldwork an aquatic resources delineation and 

was conducted to identify and map the extent of aquatic resources within or adjacent to the Project site that are 

potentially subject to regulation under federal Clean Water Act (CWA) Sections 401 and 404, California Fish and 

Game Code Section 1600, or the provisions of the Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act. 

The survey mapped land cover on the Project site, including blue oak woodland and forest (15.52 acres), California 

annual grassland (4.84 acres), and developed areas (4.43 acres). Surface run-off on the Project site is generally 

directed to the scrub-shrub wetland in the western half of the Project site, to constructed ditches and storm drain 

features in adjacent urban areas, or to the Nevada Irrigation District (NID) canal. Irrigation run-off from urban 

development to the west sheet flows to the scrub-shrub wetland near the mid-western portion of the Project site. 

The field delineation mapped approximately 1.44 acres of aquatic resources anticipated to meet the criteria to be 

considered jurisdictional aquatic resources subject to state regulation.  

Special-Status Wildlife. Results of the USFWS and CNDDB searches revealed 19 special-status wildlife species that 

are known to occur in the Project region. Of these special-status wildlife, 17 species were removed from 

consideration due to lack of suitable habitat within or adjacent to the Project site, or due to the site being outside 

of the species’ known geographic or elevation range. The remaining two special-status wildlife species, pallid bat 

(Antrozous pallidus) and Townsend’s big-eared bat (Corynorhinus townsendii), have low potential to occur on the 

Project site. In addition, the Project site provides habitat for nesting birds protected by the federal Migratory Bird 

Treaty Act (MBTA) and California Fish and Game Code, as well as other native bats protected by the California Fish 

and Game Code (CFGC). Review of special-status species databases identified two special-status wildlife species 

occurrences within 2 miles of the Project site – western pond turtle (Emys marmorata) and peregrine falcon (Falco 

peregrinus anatum); no suitable habitat for these species occurs on the Project site. No special-status wildlife 

species were detected during the October 2020 field survey 

Nesting Birds - The study found that trees within or adjacent to the Project site could provide habitat for nesting 

birds. All native birds in California are protected by the federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) and Section 3503.5 

of the California Fish and Game Code, which specifically protects raptors. The Project site provides habitat for 

numerous local and migratory bird species protected by the California Fish and Game Code and the federal MBTA. 

Specifically, trees, shrubs, and human-made structures and buildings provide bird nesting habitat on the Project 

site. Multiple common and migratory birds were detected during the October 2020 field survey, but no active nests 

were observed. A focused survey for nesting birds was not conducted. 

Native Bats (including Pallid Bat and Townsend’s Big-Eared Bat). The Project site provides potential habitat for two 

special-status bats (pallid bat and Townsend’s big-eared bat) and other native bats protected by the California Fish 

and Game Code. Specifically, trees with exfoliating bark, crevices, and/or sufficient foliage could provide bat 

roosting habitat on the Project site. Pallid bat typically roost in remote areas containing rocky outcrops for roosting 

and open waters or grasslands for foraging. Townsend’s big-eared bat normally occupy remote mesic habitats and 

roost in limestone caves, lava tubes, human-made structures, and other structures for roosting. Pallid bat and 

Townsend’s big-eared bat have a low potential to occur on the Project site due to the level of existing human 
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disturbance in the area and limited preferred roosting habitat. No active bat roosts or signs of occupation, such as 

guano or staining, were detected during the field survey. A focused survey or habitat assessment for roosting bats 

was not conducted 

Special-Status Plants: Results of USFWS, CNDDB, and CNPS searches revealed 14 special-status plant species 

that are known to occur in the Project region. All of these special-status plant species were removed from further 

consideration due to lack of suitable habitat within or adjacent to the Project site, due to the site being outside of 

the species’ known geographic or elevation range, and/or the species not being identified during the field survey 

(for perennial species that could be evident and identifiable in October). There is one special-status plant species 

occurrence within 2 miles of the Project site – Jepson’s onion (Allium jepsonii); no suitable habitat for this species 

occurs on the Project site. No special-status plants were identified during the October 2020 field survey. 

Sensitive Vegetation Communities: None of the natural vegetation communities on the Project site are considered 

sensitive natural communities by CDFW. The shrub-scrub wetland, ephemeral drainage, and NID canal that convey 

water through the Project site may be protected by CDFW under Section 1602 of the California Fish and Game 

Code. Within Placer County, oak woodland, landmark trees (defined as ‘a tree or grove of trees designated by 

resolution of the Board of Supervisors to be of historical or cultural value, an outstanding specimen, an unusual 

species and/or of significant community benefit’), riparian zone trees, and trees native to California with a diameter 

at breast height (DBH) of ≥6 inches (or combined multi-trunk DBH of ≥10 inches) are protected by the County’s tree 

preservation ordinance, with the exception of foothill pine (County Code, Chapter 12, Article 16). Native tree or oak 

woodland removal or trimming on the Project site would be subject to this ordinance and likely require prior approval 

from the County (i.e., tree permit). 

Impact Discussion 

a) Would the project have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat modifications, on any 

species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local or regional plans, policies, or 

regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? 

Special-Status Plants. As discussed in the setting section above, based on a field assessment and relevant 

literature, no special-status plant species are expected to occur on the Project site. In general, the Project 

site lacks unique habitat features normally required by special-status plants, such as exposed serpentinite 

or other rare soil types, rocky openings within chaparral or woodland habitat. No special-status plants were 

identified on the Project site during the biological fieldwork, which covered the entire Project site. 

Special-Status Wildlife. As discussed in the Setting section above, 19 special-status wildlife species that 

are known to occur in the Project region but 17 species were removed from consideration due to lack of 

suitable habitat within or adjacent to the Project site. The remaining two special-status wildlife species, 

pallid bat (Antrozous pallidus) and Townsend’s big-eared bat (Corynorhinus townsendii), have low potential 

to occur on the Project site.   

Roosting Bats. If bats are roosting on or adjacent to the Project site, impacts could result from the 

permanent removal of roosting sites, such as trees and snags, or from Project-related disturbance 

to an occupied roosting site in the vicinity of construction. In addition to violating the protections 

under the California Fish and Game Code, direct or indirect impacts to special-status bat species 

would be considered a significant impact under CEQA. Implementation of Mitigation BIO-1 would 
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avoid or minimize impacts to bat roosts and ensure that impacts to native bats would be less than 

significant.  

 

Nesting Birds. The Project site provides habitat for numerous local and migratory bird species 

protected by the California Fish and Game Code and federal MBTA. Specifically, trees, shrubs, and 

human-made structures and buildings provide bird nesting habitat on the Project site. Project 

implementation would require tree and vegetation removal, which has the potential to impact 

nesting birds protected by California Fish and Game Code and federal MBTA. In addition to violating 

the protections under the MBTA and CFGC, direct or indirect impacts to nesting birds would be 

considered a significant impact under CEQA. Implementation of Mitigation Measure BIO-2, which 

requires tree or vegetation removal outside of the nesting season (February through August) and 

pre-construction surveys for nesting birds if trees must be removed during the nesting season, 

would ensure that the Project would have a less than significant impact to nesting birds.  

With the Implementation of Mitigation Measure BIO-1 and BIO-2, the Project would have a less than 

significant impact on special status species. 

 

b) Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural 

community identified in local or regional plans, policies, regulations, or by the California Department of 

Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? 

As discussed in the setting section above, none of the natural vegetation communities on the Project site 

are considered sensitive natural communities by CDFW. The shrub-scrub wetland, ephemeral drainage, and 

NID canal that convey water through the Project site may be protected by CDFW under Section 1602 of 

California Fish and Game Code but the Project would result in no impacts to these features. The Project 

would require removal of approximately 2.15 acres of oak woodland to provide proposed park amenities in 

the central plaza area and for parking and access. Removal of oak trees would be mitigated in accordance 

with Placer County requirements, which specify that impacts to oak woodland be mitigated by payment of 

in-lieu fees toward preservation of oak woodland or by preserving off-site oak woodland at a minimum 2:1 

(replacement:impact) ratio. Therefore, the Project would have a less than significant impact through 

compliance with Placer County requirements.   

c) Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on state or federally protected wetlands (including, but 

not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or 

other means? 

There are no aquatic resources within the Project site that are anticipated to meet the criteria for 

jurisdictional waters of the United States. The ephemeral drainage on the Project site only flows in direct 

response to precipitation and is therefore does not meet criteria to be considered a federally protected 

water of the United States. In addition, isolated wetlands, such as the small seasonal wetland in the western 

half of the Project site, are not considered waters of the United States unless abutting or adjacent to a 

traditional navigable water or tributary thereof. The scrub-shrub wetland on site terminates at a park pond 

approximately 90 feet north of the Project site. There is an outlet on the north side of the pond that 

transitions into a rocky channel, which enters a culvert below Deer Ridge Lane and through a park on the 

north side of the road. The channel appears to dissipate into a rocky basin within the park; the basin is 

approximately 0.30 air miles from Rock Creek to the northeast. There is no obvious topographic feature or 

drainage that connects the park basin to Rock Creek, which is the nearest potentially jurisdictional water 
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of the United States. Therefore, and based on the data and analysis presented herein, it is anticipated that 

none of the aquatic resources on the Project site meet the definition of waters of the United States subject 

to regulation by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE). 

Dudek mapped approximately 1.44 acres of aquatic resources on the Project site anticipated to meet the 

criteria for jurisdictional waters of the state subject to regulation by the RWQCB and/or CDFW. Impacts to 

jurisdictional waters of the state would be considered a significant impact under CEQA and would require 

permits from RWQCB and/or CDFW (e.g., 401 Water Quality Certification and 1602 Streambed Alteration 

Agreement), as well as an Approved Jurisdictional Delineation from USACE to document a lack of aquatic 

resources onsite within USACE jurisdiction. The Project would not result in impacts to any aquatic resources 

delineated on the Project site and would require no permits for impacts to aquatic features.  

Appropriate best management practices and spill prevention measures would be implemented to ensure 

protection of jurisdictional aquatic resources during Project construction. The Project is designed to avoid 

construction that would affect the onsite wetlands on the western portion of the Project site. The Project 

would result in no placement of dredged or fill material or hydrological interruption that would be subject 

to permitting by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. No impact 

would occur associated with an adverse effect on federally protected wetlands.   

d) Would the project interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or migratory fish or 

wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of 

native wildlife nursery sites? 

The Project site is located in an urban area and is surrounded by development to the north, east and west. 

The parcel to the south is currently undeveloped but has been approved for the development of a 55+ 

community. Development of the park Project would not interfere substantially with movement of wildlife 

through the site as the southern portion of the site would not be subject to intensive use or development 

and would remain as open space, as would the scrub-shrub wetland corridor in the western portion of the 

Project site. Therefore, the Project would result in less than significant impacts associated with interference 

with animal movement or use of nursery sites. 

e) Would the project conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, such as a 

tree preservation policy or ordinance? 

The Project site supports native trees (primarily oak species) and blue oak woodland protected by Placer 

County (with the exception of foothill pine). Impacts to native trees and woodland, including removal and 

trimming, would be considered a significant impact under CEQA without appropriate mitigation. The Project 

has been designed to retain 35 heritage trees but would require the removal of one heritage oak tree. The 

Project is designed to minimize impacts to oak woodland in the vicinity of the proposed walking path and 

dog park but would require removal of approximately 2.15 acres of oak woodland to provide proposed park 

amenities in the central plaza area and for parking and access. Removal of oak trees would be mitigated 

in accordance with Placer County requirements, which specify that impacts to heritage oak trees be 

provided on an inch-for-inch bases in accordance with the County’s Tree Ordinance and that impacts to oak 

woodland be mitigated by payment of in-lieu fees toward preservation of oak woodland or by preserving off-

site oak woodland at a minimum 2:1 (replacement:impact) ratio. Compliance with the Placer County tree 

ordinance would ensure that the Project would remain less than significant. 
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f) Would the project conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community 

Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan? 

On September 1, 2020, the Placer County Board of Supervisors adopted the Placer County Conservation 

Program (PCCP) adding Chapter 19, Article 19.10 to the Placer County Code. The PCCP allows for applicants 

to engage in a streamlined permitting process for mitigating project impacts to aquatic resources and 

sensitive wildlife species rather than obtaining permits from state and federal regulatory agencies. Projects 

that occur within the PCCP Plan Area are subject to applicable avoidance and minimization measures 

included in Chapter 6 (Program Participation and Conditions on Covered Activities) of the PCCP, which 

ensure that adverse effects to covered species and sensitive natural communities addressed by the PCCP 

are avoided and minimized. Any conversion (ground disturbance) of natural or semi-natural lands, including 

oak woodland, grasslands, and wetlands is subject to the applicable PCCP state and federal permits and 

impact fees. During the local impact authorization process, impact fees including Land Conversion fees 

and Aquatic/Wetland Special Habitat fees are calculated utilizing land cover data. The Project would comply 

with requirements oif the PCCP and no impact would occur from any conflict with an adopted conservation 

plan. 

Mitigation Measures 

BIO-1 Removal of potential bat roost habitat identified during the assessment shall be avoided during 

the bat maternity season (May 1 through August 15). If removal of potential bat roost habitat occurs 

outside of the maternity season, no further mitigation shall be required. 

If removal of potential roost habitat must be conducted during the maternity season, a qualified 

biologist experienced with Sierra Nevada bat species shall conduct a survey to search for evidence 

of bat roosts in trees and structures subject to removal. If potential bat roosts are identified, pre-

construction inspections for bats will be conducted using appropriate methods (e.g., camera 

inspection, exit survey with night optics, acoustic survey) within 2 weeks prior to said activities. If 

bats are found during inspections, removal of that roost feature will be delayed until the end of the 

maternity season or until a qualified bat biologist has determined that the young are capable of 

flight. 

BIO-2: To the extent feasible, tree or vegetation removal shall occur outside of the nesting season 

(February through August). If vegetation removal must be carried out during the breeding season, 

a qualified biologist shall conduct a nesting bird survey within 1 week prior to said activities to 

determine if any birds are nesting on or near the Project site (including a 500-foot buffer for 

raptors). If any active nests are observed during surveys, a suitable avoidance buffer from the nests 

shall be determined and flagged by a qualified biologist based on species, location, and planned 

construction activities. Consultation with CDFW may be required to determine appropriate buffer 

distances. These nests shall be avoided until the chicks have fledged and the nests are no longer 

active, as determined by the qualified biologist. 
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3.5 Cultural Resources 
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Significant 

Impact 
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V.  CULTURAL RESOURCES – Would the project: 

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the 

significance of a historical resource 

pursuant to §15064.5? 

    

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the 

significance of an archaeological resource 

pursuant to §15064.5? 

    

c) Disturb any human remains, including those 

interred outside of dedicated cemeteries? 
    

Setting 

The Project site is approximately 24 acres and consists of oak woodlands and a developed baseball field bounded 

by park facilities, landscaping, paved roads, and private land. The Project site for the purposes of the cultural 

resources analysis consists of the entire 24-acre area, although not all portions in this area will be subject to direct 

disturbance. The anticipated vertical disturbance is represented by the maximum depth of disturbance, including 

grading and trenching, which is assumed to be 15 feet below ground surface.  

A cultural resources inventory report was prepared by Dudek for the Project site to satisfy the requirements of CEQA 

and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA). The inventory included a records search of 

previous studies of the APE and a surrounding half-mile radius conducted by staff of the North Central Information 

Center (NCIC) on October 13, 2020. The records search identified 21 previous studies which have been performed 

within the records search area. The NCIC records search identified any resources within the APE. The NCIC records 

search of the area identified one cultural resource (P-31-001171, Ophir Canal) within the Project site, and 16 

additional cultural resources have been identified within a half-mile of the APE. Records indicate that an 

approximately 200-foot segment of the Ophir Canal runs through the southwestern corner of the Project site. This 

feature, consisting of an unlined earthen irrigation ditch which is currently still in use. The Native American Heritage 

Commission (NAHC) was contacted by Dudek on October 19, 2020 to request a search of the Sacred Lands File. 

This information is stored by the NAHC at the USGS Section level, and as such included Sections 19, 20, 28, 29, 

30, which intersect the Project site and surrounding half-mile buffer. Results of a NAHC Sacred Lands File search, 

provided November 2, 2020, were positive for resources within this search area. United Auburn Indian Community 

(UAIC) was identified as having additional information related to identified resources in this search area. Dudek did 

not contact NAHC-listed tribes.   

Dudek Archaeologist Ross Owen, MA, RPA conducted an intensive-level pedestrian survey of the entire Project APE 

on October 5, 2020 using standard archaeological procedures and techniques. All surface soils and subsurface 

exposures were inspected. Soils within the Project site appeared to be relatively undisturbed in most areas. The 

200-foot segment of the Ophir Canal (P-31-001171) was re-identified during the pedestrian survey within the 
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southwestern portion of the Project site. The survey identified no other historic or prehistoric features within the 

Project site APE. The canal would not be affected by Project activities. 

Impact Discussion 

a)        Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource pursuant 

to §15064.5? 

See ‘b’ below.  

b)        Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological resource 

pursuant to §15064.5? 

A records search was completed for the current Project site and a 0.5 -mile radius at the NCIC at 

Sacramento State University on October 15, 2020 (Appendix C [Confidential]). Results of a NAHC Sacred 

Lands File search, provided November 2, 2020, were positive for resources within the search area, which 

included USGS Sections intersecting the Project site and surrounding half-mile buffer. UAIC was identified 

has having additional information related to identified resources in this search area. Dudek did not contact 

NAHC-listed tribes and Assembly Bill (AB) 52 outreach, as initiated by ARD, is presently ongoing. NCIC 

records identified a segment of an earthen ditch known as the Ophir Canal, P-31-001171, as intersecting 

the Project site. No additional archaeological or built environment resources are previously documented in 

the Project site. Sixteen cultural resources are on file with the NCIC as having been recorded within a half-

mile surrounding the Project site.  

Intensive pedestrian survey, conducted of the Project site on October 19, 2020, confirmed a 200-foot 

segment of Ophir Canal to be present. This ditch is outside of any planned disturbance area and would not 

be affected by Project construction or operation. No newly identified archaeological resources were recorded 

during the pedestrian survey of the Project site (Appendix B [Confidential]). Approximately one-third of the 

ground surface was directly observable through low laying grasses present at the time of survey. The Project 

site is mostly undeveloped but has been subject to past disturbances. Based on observation of present 

conditions and soil development in the area, there is a moderate potential for unanticipated cultural material or 

deposits to be encountered during Project implementation and/or future use of the area. 

The Project, as currently designed, would have no impact to known cultural resources. However, in 

consideration of the presence of a number of archaeological and historic built environment resources in 

the surrounding area, there is considered to be some potential for the Project to inadvertently impact 

unanticipated cultural resources. Archaeological monitoring and protection measures for unanticipated 

discoveries of cultural resources and human remains are recommended and outlined below. With 

implementation of Mitigation Measures CUL-1 and CUL-2, impacts to archaeological resources would be 

less than significant. 

c)        Would the project disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of dedicated cemeteries? 

The Project site does not have any association with a cemetery or mausoleum and was not used historically 

for burial or internment purposes. No known human remains or burial sites were discovered through the 

NCIC records search, pedestrian survey of the Project site, or NAHC Sacred Lands File search and 

subsequent tribal outreach.  The construction of the Project has a low potential for encountering unknown 
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buried human remains based on the research findings above. However, the potential to encounter human 

remains still exists during ground-moving construction activities. As such, Mitigation Measure CUL-2 has 

been incorporated into the Project to ensure that potential impacts would be less than significant by 

providing standard procedures in the event that human remains are encountered during Project 

construction. 

Mitigation Measures 

CUL-1           In order to ensure that there will be no impacts to unanticipated cultural resources, It is 

recommended that an archaeological monitor be present during all initial ground-disturbing 

activities with the potential to encounter cultural resources. The requirement to include a Native 

American Monitor should be determined by ARD through consultation and review of the present 

report findings. Archaeological monitoring may be adjusted at the recommendation of an 

archaeological principal investigator who meets the Secretary of the Interior qualifications in 

Archaeology, and in consultation with ARD, based on inspection of exposed subsurface soils and 

their observed potential to contain intact cultural deposits or material. Prior to the initiation of 

ground-disturbing work, construction personnel shall complete a Worker Environmental Awareness 

Training (WEAT) to address the potential to encounter cultural resources and protocol should 

resources be encountered, as well as inform them of the requirement for cultural monitors to be 

present during initial ground-disturbing activities. 

  In the event that archaeological resources (sites, features, or artifacts) are exposed during 

construction activities for the Project, all construction work occurring within 100 feet of the find 

shall immediately stop until the archaeological principal investigator and designative 

archaeological staff can evaluate the significance of the find and determine whether or not 

additional study is warranted. Depending upon the significance of the find under CEQA (14 CCR 

15064.5[f]; California Public Resources Code, Section 21082), the archaeologist may record the 

find and allow work to continue. If the discovery proves significant under CEQA, additional work 

such as preparation of an archaeological treatment plan, testing, or data recovery could be 

warranted. 

CUL-2            In accordance with Section 7050.5 of the California Health and Safety Code, if human remains are 

found, the County Coroner shall be immediately notified of the discovery. No further excavation or 

disturbance of the site or any nearby area reasonably suspected to overlie adjacent remains shall 

occur until the County Coroner has determined, within 2 working days of notification of the 

discovery, if the remains are human in origin. If the County Coroner determines that the remains 

are, or are believed to be, Native American, he or she shall notify the Native American Heritage 

Commission in Sacramento within 24 hours. In accordance with California Public Resources Code, 

Section 5097.98, the Native American Heritage Commission must immediately notify those 

persons it believes to be the most likely descendant from the deceased Native American. The most 

likely descendant shall complete their inspection within 48 hours of being granted access to the 

site. The designated Native American representative would then determine, in consultation with 

the property owner, the disposition of the human remains.  
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3.6 Energy 
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VI. Energy – Would the project: 

a) Result in potentially significant 

environmental impact due to wasteful, 

inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of 

energy resources, during project 

construction or operation? 

    

b) Conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan 

for renewable energy or energy efficiency? 
    

Setting 

The Project site is located within Auburn within Placer County and is surrounded by existing development, including 

residential, commercial, and existing recreational / parks development (Regional Park). Pacific Gas & Electric (PG&E) 

is the utility provider for Placer County. PG&E provides electric services to 5.4 million customers including 106,681 circuit 

miles of electric distribution lines and 18,466 circuit miles of interconnected transmission lines over a 70,000-square-

mile service area that includes in northern and central California (PG&E 2016). PG&E receives electric power from a 

variety of sources. According to California Public Utilities Commission’s (CPUC’s) 2018 Renewable Portfolio Standard 

(RPS) Annual Report to the Legislature, 39% of PG&E’s power came from eligible renewable energy sources in 2018, 

including biomass/waste, geothermal, small hydroelectric, solar, and wind sources (PG&E 2019). 

The California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) regulates natural gas utility service for approximately 10.8 million 

customers who receive natural gas from PG&E, Southern California Gas, San Diego Gas and Electric, Southwest 

Gas, and several smaller natural gas utilities. CPUC also regulates independent storage operators Lodi Gas Storage, 

Wild Goose Storage, Central Valley Storage, and Gill Ranch Storage (CPUC 2017). PG&E provides natural gas service 

to most of northern California and would provide natural gas to the Project if there is a natural gas need. 

There are more than 35 million registered vehicles in California, and those vehicles consume an estimated 17 

billion gallons of fuel each year (CEC 2019; DMV 2019). Petroleum currently accounts for approximately 92% of 

California’s transportation energy consumption (CEC 2019). However, technological advances, market trends, 

consumer behavior, and government policies could result in significant changes in fuel consumption by type and 

in total. At the federal and state levels, various policies, rules, and regulations have been enacted to improve vehicle 

fuel efficiency, promote the development and use of alternative fuels, reduce transportation‐source air pollutants 

and greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions, and reduce vehicle miles traveled. Market forces have driven the price of 

petroleum products steadily upward over time, and technological advances have made use of other energy 

resources or alternative transportation modes increasingly feasible. 

Largely as a result of and in response to these multiple factors, gasoline consumption within the state has 

declined in recent years, and availability of other alternative fuels/energy sources has increased. The quantity, 

availability, and reliability of transportation energy resources have increased in recent years, and this trend 

may likely continue and accelerate (CEC 2019). Increasingly available and diversified transportation energy 
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resources act to promote continuing reliable and affordable means to support vehicular transportation within 

the state. 

Impact Discussion 

a) Would the project result in potentially significant environmental impact due to wasteful, inefficient, or 

unnecessary consumption of energy resources, during project construction or operation? 

Construction Energy Use  

Electricity  

Temporary electric power for as-necessary lighting and electronic equipment would be provided by PG&E. 

The amount of electricity used during construction would be minimal, since typical demand would be from 

from electrically powered hand tools. The electricity used for construction activities would be temporary and 

minimal; therefore, Project construction would not result in wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary 

consumption of electricity. Impacts would be less than significant. 

Natural Gas 

Natural gas is not anticipated to be required during construction of the Project. Fuels used for construction 

would primarily consist of diesel and gasoline, which are discussed under the subsection “Petroleum.” Any 

minor amounts of natural gas that may be consumed as a result of Project construction would be temporary 

and negligible and would not have an adverse effect; therefore, Project construction would not result in 

wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of natural gas. Impacts would be less than significant.  

Petroleum 

Petroleum would be consumed throughout construction. Fuel consumed by construction equipment 

would be the primary energy resource expended over the course of construction. Transportation of 

construction materials and construction workers would also result in petroleum consumption. Heavy-duty 

construction equipment, vendor trucks, and haul trucks would use diesel fuel. Construction workers 

would likely travel to and from the Project area in gasoline-powered vehicles. Construction is expected to 

take approximately four to six months, beginning in approximately May 2022 and ending in the fall of 2022. 

Once construction activities cease, petroleum use from off-road equipment and transportation vehicles 

would end. Because of the short-term nature of construction and relatively small scale of the Project, the 

Project’s petroleum consumption would be negligible when compared to California’s daily total use of 

approximately 1.8 million barrels of petroleum. As such, impacts would be less than significant. 

Operational Energy Use 

Anticipated energy use would primarily be attributed to visitors and maintenance vehicles traveling to and 

from the Project site; the park is a recreational facility and would use minimal electricity, natural gas or 

petroleum in comparison with other types of development such as residential or industrial uses. Energy 

used from vehicles traveling to the Project site would decrease over time, as worker vehicles and equipment 

become increasingly efficient in accordance with the energy efficiency and GHG reduction standards. As 

such, energy use from Project operations would be less than significant. 
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b) Would the project conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable energy or energy efficiency? 

The Project would follow applicable energy standards and regulations during the construction phases. In 

addition, the Project would be operated in accordance with all existing, applicable regulations and visitor 

vehicles and maintenance equipment and energy production related to park operations would be subject 

to all applicable regulations that implement state and local plans for renewable energy and efficiency. As 

such, it is anticipated that the Project would result in no impact resulting from conflict with or obstruction 

of a state or local plan for  renewable energy and energy efficiency and no mitigation is required.  

Mitigation Measures 

No mitigation measures are required. 

3.7 Geology and Soils 
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VII. GEOLOGY AND SOILS – Would the project: 

a) Directly or indirectly cause potential 

substantial adverse effects, including the 

risk of loss, injury, or death involving: 

    

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as 

delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo 

Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the 

State Geologist for the area or based on 

other substantial evidence of a known 

fault? Refer to Division of Mines and 

Geology Special Publication 42. 

    

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?     

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including 

liquefaction? 
    

iv) Landslides?     

b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss 

of topsoil? 
    

c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is 

unstable, or that would become unstable as 

a result of the project, and potentially result 

in on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, 

subsidence, liquefaction or collapse? 

    

d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in 

Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code 

(1994), creating substantial direct or 

indirect risks to life or property? 
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e) Have soils incapable of adequately 

supporting the use of septic tanks or 

alternative waste water disposal systems 

where sewers are not available for the 

disposal of waste water? 

    

f) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique 

paleontological resource or site or unique 

geologic feature? 

    

Setting 

The Project site is located within Placer County in the unincorporated community of North Auburn.  The closest 

portion of an Alquist Priolo active fault is the Cleveland Hills Fault, which is located approximately 36 miles 

northwest of the City of Auburn (DOC, 2010). According to the California Department of Conservation map showing 

earthquake shaking potential for California, the Project site is located in a region that has the lowest level of 

earthquake hazard. The lowest level of earthquake hazard classification describes areas that are distant from 

known, active faults and will experience lower levels of shaking less frequently. The Project site and surrounding 

area are considered to have low seismic risk in terms of fault hazard, seismic ground shaking, and liquefaction 

based on review of the California Department of Conservation Geological Survey mapping of California 2010 Fault 

Activity and Earthquake Fault Zones (CDC 2010 and CDC 2015). According to the California Department of 

Conservation records, the Project site is located within an area of low landslide susceptibility (CDC 2011). 

Impact Discussion 

a) Would the project directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk of 

loss, injury, or death involving: 

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake 

Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or based on other substantial evidence 

of a known fault? Refer to Division of Mines and Geology Special Publication 42. 

The California Geological Survey provides scientific information about the state’s geology, 

seismology, and associated hazards. As part of their Seismic Hazards Program, areas prone to 

geological hazards are mapped on their California Earthquake Hazards Zone Application (EQ Zapp) 

(CDOC 2021). Based on a review of EQ Zapp, the Project site is not located within an Alquist-Priolo 

Earthquake Fault Zone. The nearest mapped fault, the Cleveland Hills Fault, is located about 30 

miles to the north of Auburn but is not considered active. The Project includes minimal structures 

that would be likely to result pose substantial risk associated with seismic activity and the Project 

would be constructed in accordance with the California Building Code and local County codes, 

which take into account potential seismic events. Accordingly, risks associated with seismic events, 

including fault rupture, would be less than significant.  
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ii) Strong seismic ground shaking? 

The Project would involve the construction of a new 24.4-acre park with associated infrastructure 

and parking. Ground shaking can result in structural failure and collapse of structures or cause 

non-structural building elements to fail, presenting a hazard to building occupants and contents. 

The Project site is located in an area of low earthquake hazard. Construction of the restrooms and 

shade structures would not significantly increase the risk of loss, injury, or death involving strong 

seismic ground shaking, as all construction would be constructed in compliance with the 2021 CBC 

standards and regulations. As such, impacts would be less than significant. 

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction? 

Liquefaction generally occurs as a result of strong ground shaking in areas where granular 

sediment or fill material either contains or is located immediately above high moisture content. The 

ground shaking transforms the material from a solid state to a temporarily liquid state. Liquefaction 

is a serious hazard because buildings in areas that experience liquefaction may sink or suffer major 

structural damage. The Project site is not within an area with a known risk of liquefaction. The Project 

would construct structures typically associated with parks including restrooms and shade structures. 

The site is underlain by shallow bedrock and conditions for liquefaction are not present. Construction 

of the park infrastructure and structures would not significantly increase the potential for liquefaction. 

As the Project site is located in an area of low liquefaction hazard and the Project would be 

constructed in compliance with CBC standards and regulations and in accordance with site specific 

geotechnical recommendations, impacts related to the risk of loss, injury, or death involving seismic-

related ground failure would be less than significant. 

iv) Landslides? 

Landslides are movements of materials including rock, soil, artificial fill, or combinations of such 

materials, downslope under the influence of gravity. The size and distance of landslide movements 

can greatly vary. Construction of the Project would require minor to moderate grading. The Project 

design minimizes overall grading required by retaining large natural areas of the site for park uses 

that require no modification of the natural landform. Grading will primarily be required for the 

access drive, parking area, central plaza and surrounding developed amenities, and minor grading 

will be required for walking paths. It is estimated that grading would occur over approximately 2.7 

acres of the Project site and grading quantities would be 3600 cubic yards of cut and 3600 cubic 

yards of fill. As documented by the Natural Resources Conservation Service, the Project site is 

underlain by moderately deep, well-drained soils formed in material weathered bedrock, which is 

not prone to instability and landslides (NRCS, 2021). All grading and construction would be 

completed in accordance with the current CBC and Placer County’s grading and erosion prevention 

ordinance and the terms and conditions of a Placer County grading permit and a site specific 

geotechnical investigation. Thus, there would be less-than-significant impacts related to the risk of 

loss, injury, or death involving landslides. 

b) Would the project result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil? 

Grading and construction would be completed in accordance with the CBC and in compliance with the 

National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System Waste Discharge Requirements from Small Municipal 
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Separate Storm Sewer Systems (MS4s) and Placer County’s grading and erosion prevention ordinance and 

the terms and conditions of the Placer County grading permit required for the Project. Because the area of 

ground disturbance would be greater than 1.0 acre, grading and construction would be subject to the State 

Construction General Permit, which requires completion and implementation of a Stormwater Pollution 

Prevention Plan (SWPPP) and associated BMPs. BMPs implemented as part of the SWPPP would include 

measures to stabilize work areas including fiber wattles, silt fencing, concrete washout areas, soil 

stabilizers, revegetation, or other appropriate measures. These measures would ensure that soil erosion 

during grading and construction is prevented, resulting in less-than-significant impacts. In the absence of 

proper drainage controls and vegetation cover following grading and construction, long-term erosion of exposed 

soils and on-site slopes could occur. However, implementation of GEO-1 and BMPs would ensure that erosion is 

minimized through long-term drainage control, placement of erosion control mats, and seeding following 

construction. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant with mitigation incorporated. 

c) Would the project be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become unstable as 

a result of the project, and potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, 

liquefaction or collapse? 

The Project site is underlain by well-drained, shallow bedrock and silt loam on the site, which is not typically 

associated with instability. Therefore, there is a low risk of landslide, lateral spreading, seismically induced 

ground settlement, liquefaction, subsidence, or collapse. As previously discussed, all grading and 

construction would be completed in accordance with the CBC, local codes, and a site-specific geotechnical 

investigation. Therefore, the Project would have a less-than-significant impact associated with an unstable 

geologic unit or soil. 

d) Would the project be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code 

(1994), creating substantial direct or indirect risks to life or property? 

Expansive soils have a potential to undergo significant changes in volume in the form of either shrinking or 

swelling due to changes in moisture content. Periodic shrinking and swelling of expansive soils can cause 

extensive damage to buildings, other structures, and roads. There are two soil types mapped on the Project 

site: Auburn-Argonaut complex, 2% to 15% slopes, and Auburn-rock outcrop complex, 2% to 30% slopes. 

The Auburn soil series is found on foothills and consists of moderately deep, well-drained soils formed in 

material weathered from amphibolite schist. The Argonaut soil series is found on foothills and consists of 

moderately deep, well-drained soils formed in material weathered from meta-andesite. The Project site is 

underlain by moderately deep, well-drained bedrock with silt loam on top and therefore is at a low risk of 

damage as a result of expansive soils. Additionally, as stated, the Project would be constructed consistent 

with the CBC, local code, and a site-specific geotechnical investigation. Therefore, the Project would have 

a less-than-significant impact associated with expansive soils.  

e) Would the project have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative 

waste water disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of waste water? 

The Project would connect to the public wastewater system and would not require the use of septic tanks 

or alternative wastewater disposal systems. Therefore, the Project would have no impact. 
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f) Would the project directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique 

geologic feature? 

The Project site contains no known paleontological resources or unique geologic features and is not within 

an area considered sensitive for these resources. There is some potential to uncover previously 

undiscovered paleontological resources during ground disturbing activities; however, implementation of 

Mitigation Measure GEO-2 would ensure that the potential impacts associated with effects to unique 

paleontological or geological features would be less than significant.  

Mitigation Measures 

GEO-1 Erosion control measures shall be implemented in accordance with Placer County Resource 

Conservation District’s “Erosion and Sediment Control Guidelines for Developing Areas of the Sierra 

Foothills and Mountains” and in accordance with the erosion control plan. This could include 

measures for slope stabilization, dust control, and temporary and permanent erosion control 

devices/BMPs such as straw wattles, track out control devices, silt fencing, sediment traps, tarping 

of stockpiled soils, revegetation treatments or other measures specified by the erosion and dust 

control plan or SWPPP or as determined to be necessary by the Project engineer.  

GEO-2 In the event that paleontological resources (e.g., fossils) are exposed during construction activities 

for the Project, all construction work occurring within 50 feet of the find shall immediately stop until 

a qualified paleontologist meeting the professional standards of the Society of Vertebrate 

Paleontology can evaluate the significance of the find and determine whether or not additional 

study is warranted. If the discovery is clearly not significant, the paleontologist may document the 

find and allow work to continue. If the discovery proves potentially significant under CEQA, 

additional work such as preparation of a paleontological treatment plan and monitoring in the area 

of the find may be warranted.  
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3.8 Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

 

Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 
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Impact No Impact 

VIII.  GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS – Would the project:  

a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either 

directly or indirectly, that may have a 

significant impact on the environment? 

    

b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or 

regulation adopted for the purpose of 

reducing the emissions of greenhouse 

gases? 

    

 

Setting 

Greenhouse gases (GHGs) are gases that absorb infrared radiation in the atmosphere. The greenhouse effect is a 

natural process that contributes to regulating the Earth’s temperature. Global climate change concerns are focused 

on whether human activities are leading to an enhancement of the greenhouse effect. Principal GHGs include 

carbon dioxide, methane, nitrous oxide, O3, and water vapor. If the atmospheric concentrations of GHGs rise, the 

average temperature of the lower atmosphere will gradually increase. Globally, climate change has the potential to 

impact numerous environmental resources though uncertain impacts related to future air temperatures and 

precipitation patterns. Although climate change is driven by global atmospheric conditions, climate change impacts 

are felt locally. Climate change is already affecting California: average temperatures have increased, leading to 

more extreme hot days and fewer cold nights; shifts in the water cycle have been observed, with less winter 

precipitation falling as snow, and both snowmelt and rainwater running off earlier in the year; sea levels have risen; 

and wildland fires are becoming more frequent and intense due to dry seasons that start earlier and end later (CAT 

2010). 

The effect each GHG has on climate change is measured as a combination of the mass of its emissions and the 

potential of a gas or aerosol to trap heat in the atmosphere, known as its global warming potential (GWP), which 

varies among GHGs. Total GHG emissions are expressed as a function of how much warming would be caused by 

the same mass of CO2. Thus, GHG emissions are typically measured in terms of pounds or tons of CO2 equivalent 

(CO2e).2  

The Project is under the jurisdiction of the PCAPCD. To evaluate the impacts of projects on global climate change, 

the PCAPCD has established significance thresholds for GHG emissions. Thresholds used to determine significance 

are from the PCAPCD document Placer County Air Pollution Control District Policy – Review of Land Use Projects 

 
2 The CO2E for a gas is derived by multiplying the mass of the gas by the associated GWP, such that metric tons of CO2E = (metric tons 

of a GHG) × (GWP of the GHG). CalEEMod assumes that the GWP for CH4 is 25, which means that emissions of 1 metric ton of CH4 

are equivalent to emissions of 25 metric tons of CO2, and the GWP for N2O is 298, based on the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate 

Change (IPCC) Fourth Assessment Report. 
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under CEQA (adopted October 13, 2016).The PCAPCD recommends the following approach to determine if a 

project’s GHG emissions would result in a significant impact: 

• Tier 1 consists of comparing the project’s GHG emissions to the de minimis level of 1,100 MT CO2e per 

year. If a project does not exceed this threshold, it would have GHG emissions that are not cumulatively 

considerable. 

• Tier 2 is a bright line threshold level of 10,000 MT CO2e per year, applied to land use projects’ construction 

phase and stationary projects’ construction and operational phases. If a project exceeds this cap, the 

project would be deemed to have a cumulatively considerable contribution to global climate change. A land 

use project with GHG operational emissions between 1,100 MT CO2e and 10,000 MT CO2e per year can  

still be found less than cumulatively considerable when the results of the project’s related efficiency 

analysis meets one of the efficiency thresholds below. 

• Tier 3 compares the project emissions to efficiency thresholds. The efficiency matrix and de minis level 

thresholds are only applied to a land use project’s operational phase. These thresholds are 4.5 MT CO2e per 

capita for residential projects in an urban area and 5.5 MT CO2e per capita for residential projects in a rural area. 

For nonresidential development, the thresholds are 26.5 MT CO2e per 1,000 square feet (sf) for projects in 

urban areas and 27.3 MT CO2e per 1,000 sf for projects in rural areas. If a project does not exceed the applicable 

efficiency threshold, it would have GHG emissions that are not cumulatively considerable. 

Impact Discussion 

a) Would the project generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a 

significant impact on the environment? 

Construction 

Construction of the Project would result in GHG emissions that are primarily associated with use of off-road 

construction equipment and off-site sources including haul trucks, vendor trucks, and worker vehicles. 

CalEEMod was used to calculate the annual GHG emissions based on the construction scenario as analyzed 

in Section 3.3, Air Quality. Modeling assumed that construction would begin in May 2022. Emissions from 

on-site and off-site sources are combined for the purposes of this analysis and are presented below in 

Table GHG-1. 

Table GHG-1 

Estimated Annual Construction GHG Emissions 

Year 

CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e 

Metric Tons per Year 

2022 160.97 0.05 0.00 162.16 

PCAPCD GHG Threshold 10,000 

Threshold Exceeded? No 

Source: See Appendix A for detailed results. 

Notes: MT = metric tons; CO2 = carbon dioxide; CH4 = methane; N2O = nitrous oxide; CO2e = carbon dioxide equivalent.  

As shown in Table GHG-1, total construction GHG emissions would be approximately 162 MT CO2e as a 

result of construction-related activities. Construction GHG emissions are a one-time release and are 
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typically considered separate from operational emissions, as global climate change is inherently a 

cumulative effect that occurs over a long period of time and is quantified on a yearly basis. As previously 

discussed, the PCAPCD identifies a GHG emission threshold for construction-related emissions of 10,000 

MT CO2e per year. Table GHG-1 indicates that the Project would not exceed the PCAPCD GHG threshold. 

Therefore, the Project’s construction-related GHG emissions would represent a less than significant impact.  

Operation 

Following the completion of construction activities, the Project would generate GHG emissions from mobile 

sources (vehicle trips), area sources (landscaping equipment), energy sources (natural gas and electricity 

consumption), solid waste generation, water supply, and wastewater treatment. The estimated annual 

operational project-generated GHG emissions from these sources are shown in Table GHG-2. 

Table GHG-2 

Estimated Annual Operational GHG Emissions 

Emission Source 

CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e 

Metric Tons per Year 

Area Sources <0.01a 0.00 0.00 <0.01a 

Energy 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 

Mobile  156.57 <0.01a 0.00 156.71 

Solid Waste 0.40 0.2 0.00 1.00 

Water Supply and 

Wastewater 

28.02 <0.01a <0.01a 28.13 

Total 184.99 0.20 <0.01a 185.84 

PCAPCD GHG Threshold 1,100 

Threshold Exceeded? No 

Source: See Appendix A for detailed results. 

Notes: MT = metric tons; CO2 = carbon dioxide; CH4 = methane; N2O = nitrous oxide; CO2e = carbon dioxide equivalent.  
a <0.01 = value less than reported 0.01 metric tons per year. 

Table GHG-2 indicates that the GHG emissions associated with operation of the Project would be 186 MT 

CO2e per year, which is well below PCAPCD’s GHG threshold of 1,100 MT CO2e per year. Therefore, the 

Project would not generate GHG emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a significant impact 

on the environment and this would represent a cumulatively less than significant GHG impact. 

b) Would the project generate conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose 

of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases? 

The Project would not impede the attainment of the GHG reduction goals for 2030 or 2050 identified in 

Executive Order (EO) S-3-05 and Senate Bill (SB) 32. EO S-3-05 establishes the following goals: GHG 

emissions should be reduced to 2000 levels by 2010, to 1990 levels by 2020, and to 80 percent below 1990 

levels by 2050. SB 32 establishes a statewide GHG emissions reduction target whereby CARB, in adopting 

rules and regulations to achieve the maximum technologically feasible and cost-effective GHG emissions 

reductions, shall ensure that statewide GHG emissions are reduced to at least 40 percent below 1990 levels 

by December 31, 2030. While there are no established protocols or thresholds of significance for that future 
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year analysis, CARB forecasts that compliance with the current Scoping Plan puts the state on a trajectory of 

meeting these long-term GHG goals, although the specific path to compliance is unknown (CARB 2014).  

CARB has expressed optimism with regard to both the 2030 and 2050 goals. It states in the First Update to the 

Climate Change Scoping Plan that “California is on track to meet the near-term 2020 GHG emissions limit and is 

well positioned to maintain and continue reductions beyond 2020 as required by Assembly Bill (AB) 32” (CARB 

2014). With regard to the 2050 target for reducing GHG emissions to 80 percent below 1990 levels, the First 

Update to the Climate Change Scoping Plan states that the level of reduction is achievable in California (CARB 

2014). In other words, CARB believes that the state is on a trajectory to meet the 2030 and 2050 GHG reduction 

targets set forth in AB 32, SB 32, and EO S-3-05. This is confirmed in the 2017 Scoping Plan, which states (CARB 

2017): 

The Scoping Plan builds upon the successful framework established by the Initial Scoping Plan 

and First Update, while identifying new, technologically feasible and cost-effective strategies to 

ensure that California meets its GHG reduction targets in a way that promotes and rewards 

innovation, continues to foster economic growth, and delivers improvements to the environment 

and public health, including in disadvantaged communities. The Scoping Plan is developed to be 

consistent with requirements set forth in AB 32, SB 32, and AB 197. 

The Project would not interfere with implementation of any of the above-described GHG reduction goals for 

2030 or 2050 because the Project would not exceed the PCAPCD threshold of 1,100 MT CO2e per year. 

Because the Project would not exceed the threshold, this analysis provides support for the conclusion that 

the Project would not impede the state’s trajectory toward the above-described statewide GHG reduction 

goals for 2030 or 2050.  

In addition, the specific path to compliance for the state in regards to the long-term, future goals will likely 

require development of new technology or other changes that are not currently known or available.  As such, 

identifying ways that the Project would be consistent with future goals would be speculative and cannot be 

meaningfully discussed at this time. However, the Project’s consistency with current goals, policies, and 

regulations would assist in meeting the City’s contribution to GHG emission reduction targets in California. 

With respect to future GHG targets under SB 32 and EO S-3-05, CARB has also made clear its legal 

interpretation that it has the requisite authority to adopt whatever regulations are necessary, beyond the AB 

32 horizon year of 2020, to meet the SB 32 40 percent reduction target by 2030 and the EO S-3-05 80 

percent reduction target by 2050. This legal interpretation by an expert agency provides evidence that future 

regulations will be adopted to continue the trajectory toward meeting these future GHG targets.  

Based on the above considerations, the Project would not conflict with an applicable plan, policy, or 

regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of GHGs. This impact would be less than 

significant, and no mitigation is required.  

Mitigation Measures 

No mitigation measures are required. 
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3.9 Hazards and Hazardous Materials  
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IX.  HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS – Would the project: 

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or 

the environment through the routine 

transport, use, or disposal of hazardous 

materials? 

    

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or 

the environment through reasonably 

foreseeable upset and accident conditions 

involving the release of hazardous materials 

into the environment? 

    

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle 

hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, 

substances, or waste within one-quarter 

mile of an existing or proposed school? 

    

d) Be located on a site that is included on a list 

of hazardous materials sites compiled 

pursuant to Government Code Section 

65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a 

significant hazard to the public or the 

environment? 

    

e) For a project located within an airport land 

use plan or, where such a plan has not been 

adopted, within two miles of a public airport 

or public use airport, would the project 

result in a safety hazard or excessive noise 

for people residing or working in the project 

area? 

    

f) Impair implementation of or physically 

interfere with an adopted emergency 

response plan or emergency evacuation 

plan? 

    

g) Expose people or structures, either directly 

or indirectly, to a significant risk of loss, 

injury or death involving wildland fires? 

    

Setting 

Hazardous materials stored and used in the area surrounding the Project area would likely be associated with 

common materials used in commercial and recreational activities, such as paints, cleaning solvents, bonding 

agents, and small quantity petroleum fuels and lubricants, as well as herbicides and pesticides used for common 

weed and pest control applications. A search of the State Geotracker and Envirostor databases determined that no 

active hazardous materials cleanup sites are located in proximity of the Project site. One school, Placer School for 
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Adults, directly adjacent to the Project site. The Project site is within the airport land use plan of Auburn Municipal 

Airport.  Placer County Fire Department provides emergency response to the Project site. 

Impact Discussion 

a) Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine 

transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials? 

The Project would not require the routine transport, use, or disposal of large quantities of hazardous 

materials for park operations. Construction of the Project would involve the use of common hazardous 

materials used in construction, including bonding agents, paints and sealant coatings, and petroleum-

based fuels, hydraulic fluids, and lubricants used in vehicles and equipment. Large quantities of these 

materials would not be stored at or transported to the construction site. All construction waste materials 

would be disposed of in compliance with state and federal hazardous waste requirements and at 

appropriate facilities. Construction would comply with the requirements for storage, spill prevention and 

response and reporting procedures, and by implementing spill prevention measures included in the SWPPP 

(see Sections 3.7 and 3.10 and Mitigation Measure GEO-1). Additionally, Mitigation Measure HAZ-1 

requires specific measures for spill prevention and containment of hazardous materials on the Project site 

during construction. With implementation of mitigation measures and requirements identified above, 

impacts associated with transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials would be less than significant. 

b) Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably foreseeable 

upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials into the environment? 

Construction of the Project would involve temporary use of hazardous materials, including fuel for 

construction equipment, paints, solvents, and sealants. Storage, handling, and use of these materials 

would occur in accordance with standard construction BMPs to minimize the potential for spill or release 

and ensure that any such spill or release would be controlled on site. Construction plans and specifications 

would include standard construction BMPs for handling, storage, use and disposal of hazardous materials, 

such as requirement to contain materials inside buildings or under other cover, vehicle specifications for 

hazardous material transport and disposal, procedures for safe storage, and training requirements for 

those handling hazardous materials. All hazardous materials would be used and handled in accordance 

with the requirements for storage, spill prevention and response and reporting procedures, and the SWPPP. 

Additionally, Mitigation Measure HAZ-1 requires specific measures for spill prevention and containment of 

hazardous materials on the Project site during construction. Compliance with standard construction 

specifications, the Hazardous Substances Plan, and Mitigation Measure HAZ-1 would ensure that impacts 

would be less than significant. 

c) Would the project emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, 

substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school? 

The Project site is within 0.25 miles of the Placer School for Adults. The Project would not result in routine 

transport, use, or disposal of large quantities of hazardous materials for park operations. Typical hazardous 

materials, such as glues, solvents, and petroleum products would be used, handled, transported and stored 

in accordance with labeling during construction and would not present a risk to offsite uses. No long-term 

storage of large quantities of hazardous materials would occur as a result of the Project. Compliance with 

storage and use requirements would ensure that no impact would result to any offsite schools. 
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d) Would the project be located on a site that is included on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled 

pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a significant hazard to the 

public or the environment? 

The Project site is not on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 

65962.5 and, therefore, will have no impact. 

e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within 

two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the project result in a safety hazard or excessive 

noise for people residing or working in the project area? 

The Project site is approximately 1.1 miles west of the Auburn Municipal Airport. The Project site is within 

Zones C1 and C2 of the Airport Influence Area for the Auburn Municipal Airport as identified by Placer 

County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP)(2014). Table AUB-4A of the ALUCP identifies local 

parks, neighborhood parks and playgrounds as normally compatible with the C1 and C2 zones. The ALUCP 

identifies the maximum intensity of use for the C1 zone as 100 people per acre sitewide average and 300 

people per acre as maximum single acre use intensity, while maximum intensities for the C2 zone are 

identified as 200 people per acre sitewide average and 800 people per acre as the maximum single acre 

use intensity. A majority of the Project site is within Zone C1, though the westernmost portion of the site is 

within Zone C2. The Project is designed to disperse uses and visitor activities and would not concentrate a 

large number of people within any single activity area and would not exceed the maximum average or single 

acre maximum use intensities identified for the C1 and C2 zones. It is further noted that park uses would 

be similar to the existing and adjacent Regional Park, which is within Zone C1 and is located nearer to the 

airport.  

Land uses allowed in the Airport Influence Area are the same as those allowed in the underlying zoning (F 

– Farm) except that the proposed use must be identified as a compatible land use by the applicable airport 

land use plan based on the policies of the plan regarding height, noise and safety. All discretionary land 

use permit applications filed for areas within the aircraft overflight combining zone district must be referred 

to the Airport Land Use Commission if the use is not identified as compatible by the ALUCP. As noted above, 

the Project is compatible with the use intensities for park uses defined in the ALUCP. However, prior to 

construction, the Project would be reviewed by the Airport Land Use Commission or Placer County 

Transportation Planning Authority to confirm that all Project elements are compatible uses as defined by 

the ALUCP. The Project would result in no changes in the existing conditions with relation to the airport and 

its operations. The Project would result in no impact associated with a safety hazard or noise exposure 

associated with airport operations. 

f) Would the project impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency response 

plan or emergency evacuation plan? 

The Project would construct recreational facilities as part of a new park owned and operated by ARD. The 

construction of the Project would not affect an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation 

plan; therefore, the Project would have no impact. 
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g) Would the project expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly, to a significant risk of loss, injury, 

or death involving wildland fires? 

The Project is located adjacent to an urbanized area on a site surrounded with existing development. The 

Project site currently supports grassland and oak woodlands and informal trails on the site are frequently 

used by the general public. ARD currently performs vegetation treatments on the property to maintain 

defensible space requirements and reduce the potential for wildfire and would continue to perform these 

treatments following development of the new park. Development of the Project would allow for a more 

frequent presence of ARD staff, contracted security, and law enforcement for monitoring visitor activities, 

and signs would be posted onsite advising of park rules, including rules prohibiting activities with potential 

to result in wildfire ignition. Developed activity areas would be subject to defensible space treatments to 

further reduce the potential for wildfire ignition and spread, and the Project would facilitate better access 

for emergency responders if a fire occurs. It is anticipated that the Project would reduce the potential risk 

to people and property from wildfire and that no impact would result from increased fire hazard.  

Mitigation Measures 

HAZ-1 The following measures shall be implemented prior to and during construction and shall be 

incorporated into Project plans and specifications.  

• All equipment shall be inspected by the contractor for leaks prior to the start of construction 

and regularly throughout Project construction. Leaks from any equipment shall be contained 

and the leak remedied before the equipment is again used on the site. 

• Best management practices for spill prevention shall be incorporated into Project plans and 

specifications and shall contain measures for secondary containment and safe handling 

procedures. 

• A spill kit shall be maintained on site throughout all construction activities and shall contain 

appropriate items to absorb, contain, neutralize, or remove hazardous materials stored or 

used in large quantities during construction.  

• Project plans and specifications shall identify construction staging areas and designated areas 

where equipment refueling, lubrication, and maintenance may occur. Areas designated for 

refueling, lubrication, and maintenance of equipment shall be approved by the City. 

• In the event of any spill or release of any chemical or wastewater during construction, the 

contractor shall immediately notify the City.  

• Hazardous substances shall be handled in accordance with Title 22 of the California Code of 

Regulations, which prescribes measures to appropriately manage hazardous substances, 

including requirements for storage, spill prevention and response and reporting procedures. 
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3.10 Hydrology and Water Quality 

 

Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 
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Mitigation 
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Less Than 

Significant 

Impact No Impact 

X. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY – Would the project: 

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste 

discharge requirements or otherwise 

substantially degrade surface or ground 

water quality? 

    

b) Substantially decrease groundwater 

supplies or interfere substantially with 

groundwater recharge such that the project 

may impede sustainable groundwater 

management of the basin? 

    

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage 

pattern of the site or area, including through 

the alteration of the course of a stream or 

river or through the addition of impervious 

surfaces, in a manner which would:  

    

i) result in substantial erosion or 

siltation on or off site; 
    

ii) substantially increase the rate or 

amount of surface runoff in a 

manner which would result in 

flooding on or off site; 

    

iii) create or contribute runoff water 

which would exceed the capacity of 

existing or planned stormwater 

drainage systems or provide 

substantial additional sources of 

polluted runoff; or 

    

iv) impede or redirect flood flows?     

d) In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, 

risk release of pollutants due to project 

inundation? 

    

e) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of 

a water quality control plan or sustainable 

groundwater management plan? 

    

Setting 

The Project site is within the Orr Creek watershed, which drains approximately 25 square miles of land in Placer 

County (Hydrological Unit Code 180201610201). The USFWS National Wetlands Inventory (NWI) identifies no 

aquatic resources on the Project site; the nearest aquatic resource mapped by the is a freshwater pond 

approximately 80 feet north of the Project site in the adjacent neighborhood park. The National Wetlands Inventory 
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dataset is based on coarse aerial mapping and is unlikely to include features that are not visible in aerial 

photography, such as small wetlands or wetlands hidden by tree canopy.  

An aquatic resources delineation report was prepared for the site and identified 1.44 acres of aquatic resources 

on the Project site (Dudek 2020). Hydrologic features identified onsite include a scrub-shrub wetland that generally 

bisects the Project site in a north – south alignment and receives hydrologic inputs from the NID canal at the south 

end of the Project site, as well as from adjacent residential properties on the west and uplands to the east, and 

conveys water north to the small offsite pond north of the Project site. The report also noted that stormwater runoff 

from the existing baseball field and the eastern portion of the site is generally by sheetflow or existing drainage 

features to existing constructed ditches and storm drain features along Richardson Drive.  

There are two soil types mapped on the Project site: Auburn-Argonaut complex, 2% to 15% slopes, and Auburn-rock 

outcrop complex, 2% to 30% slopes. The Auburn soil series is found on foothills and consists of moderately deep, 

well-drained soils formed in material weathered from amphibolite schist. The Argonaut soil series is found on 

foothills and consists of moderately deep, well-drained soils formed in material weathered from meta-andesite. 

These soil units are both identified as hydric soils (USDA 2020c).  

Impact Discussion 

a) Would the project violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements or otherwise 

substantially degrade surface or ground water quality? 

Soil disturbance during grading and construction could potentially result in erosion and sedimentation of 

downstream water bodies. Erosion and sedimentation affect water quality and interferes with photosynthesis; 

oxygen exchange; and the respiration, growth, and reproduction of aquatic species. In addition to sediment, 

other pollutants associated with construction activity could include heavy metals, oil/grease, fuels, 

debris/trash from construction-related materials, and concrete curing compounds. Sediment can also be a 

carrier for these pollutants if such pollutants impact on-site soils and are subsequently transported off site.  

Because the area of ground disturbance would be greater than 1.0 acre, grading and construction would 

be subject to the State Construction General Permit, which requires completion and implementation of a 

SWPPP and associated BMPs. BMPs implemented as part of the SWPPP would include measures to 

stabilize work areas including fiber wattles, silt fencing, concrete washout areas, soil stabilizers, 

revegetation, or other appropriate measures.  

In the absence of proper drainage controls and vegetation cover following grading and construction, long-term 

erosion-induced sedimentation of downstream water bodies could occur. However, implementation of Mitigation 

Measure GEO-1 would ensure that erosion is minimized through long-term drainage control, placement of 

erosion control mats, and seeding following construction. With implementation of state-mandated water quality 

control measures, in combination with Mitigation Measure GEO-1, construction and operational impacts to 

downstream drainages would not violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements or 

otherwise substantially degrade surface or groundwater quality.  

The Project would be developed in accordance with the Placer County Stormwater Management Manual 

(1990) and the West Placer Storm Water Quality Design Manual (2018), which require implementation of 

Low Impact Development (LID) design strategies to manage and treat stormwater from developed areas. 

With implementation of Mitigation Measure GEO-1 and LID design strategies, impacts from degradation of 
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water quality or violation of water quality standards during construction and Project operation would be less than 

significant.  

b) Would the project substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater 

recharge such that the project may impede sustainable groundwater management of the basin? 

The Project would obtain water service from NID for irrigation and potable use and would not rely on any 

groundwater sources and would not develop or use a groundwater supply well. Construction of the various 

Project components, including the restrooms, central gathering area, parking and access drive, would result 

in an increase in the extent of impervious surfaces on the Project site, which could reduce the potential for 

groundwater recharge in these areas; however, the Project would leave a majority of the site unpaved and 

would utilize LID strategies to reduce runoff and minimize impervious surfaces used on the site. 

Additionally, the Project would result in no change to the wetland existing along the western border or 

existing drainage patterns on the site overall. The existing wetland in the western portion of the site would 

continue to serve as a bioretention area, serving to reduce runoff velocities and enhance stormwater 

percolation into the soil and provide for groundwater recharge. Thus, while the construction of the park 

would increase impervious surfaces within the Project site, drainage would continue to be conveyed to 

areas where groundwater recharge potential remains. Therefore, the Project would not contribute to the 

depletion of groundwater supplies and impacts associated with interference with groundwater recharge 

would be less than significant.  

c) Would the project substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through the 

alteration of the course of a stream or river or through the addition of impervious surfaces, in a manner 

which would: 

i) result in substantial erosion or siltation on or off site; 

The Project site is approximately 24.4 acres with elevations on the Project site range from 

approximately 1,345 feet to 1,430 feet above mean sea level.  Minor to moderate grading would 

be required as a part of the Project and impervious surfaces would increase as a result of 

construction. In the event drainage patterns were altered and/or increased impervious surfaces 

resulted in increased stormwater runoff onto existing natural slopes, on-site or off-site erosive scour 

could occur. Stormwater runoff would continue to run to the wetlands on the western portion of the 

site and overall drainage patterns would remain unchanged. This would reduce runoff velocities, 

which in turn would prevent potential off-site erosive scour. In addition, implementation of 

Mitigation Measure GEO-1 would ensure that erosion is minimized through long-term drainage 

control, placement of erosion control mats, and seeding following construction. It should also be 

noted that LID design strategies would be incorporated into the Project design to further reduce 

stormwater runoff and erosion in the post-construction condition. As a result, the Project would not 

substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through the alteration 

of the course of a stream or river or through the addition of impervious surfaces, in a manner which 

would result in substantial erosion or siltation on or off site. Impacts would be less than significant 

with mitigation incorporated.  
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ii) substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which would result in 

flooding on or off site; 

In the event that Project paving results in an increase in the rate or amount of surface runoff, on- 

or off-site flooding could occur. As documented by the Natural Resources Conservation Service, the 

Project site is underlain by moderately deep, well-drained soils formed in material weathered 

bedrock, which is not prone to flooding (NRCS, 2021).  Surface run-off on the Project site is 

generally directed to the scrub-shrub wetland in the western half of the Project site, to constructed 

ditches and storm drain features in adjacent urban areas, or to the Nevada Irrigation District (NID) 

canal. Project implementation would result in no change in overall drainage patterns. The Project 

would be designed to comply with the Placer County Stormwater Management Manual (1990) and 

the West Placer Storm Water Quality Design Manual (2018), which require implementation of Low 

Impact Development (LID) design strategies to manage and treat stormwater and require that a 

Project result in no net increase in offsite stormwater flows. As a result, implementation of the park 

Project result in no changes to drainage that would result in flooding on or off site. Impacts would 

be less than significant.  

iii) create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of existing or planned 

stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff; or 

In the event that Project paving results in an increase in the rate or amount of surface runoff, the 

capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainages systems could be exceeded. After 

construction of the Project, drainage onsite would continue to drain to the scrub-shrub wetland in 

the western half of the Project site. The Project would increase the amount of impervious surface 

onsite by 1.1 acres. The wetland in the western portion of the site would continue to serve as a 

bioretention area.  Bioretention areas would be designed to reduce runoff volumes, velocities, and 

peak flow rates, which in turn would prevent exceedance of downstream stormwater drainage 

systems. Because the area of ground disturbance would be greater than 1.0 acre, grading and 

construction would be subject to the State Construction General Permit, which requires completion 

and implementation of a SWPPP and associated BMPs. BMPs implemented as part of the SWPPP 

would include measures to stabilize work areas including fiber wattles, silt fencing, concrete 

washout areas, soil stabilizers, revegetation, or other appropriate measures. As noted previously, 

the Project would be designed to comply with the Placer County Stormwater Management Manual 

(1990) and the West Placer Storm Water Quality Design Manual (2018), which require 

implementation of Low Impact Development (LID) design strategies to manage and treat 

stormwater and require that a project result in no net increase in offsite stormwater flows and 

would not result in increased stormwater flows that could exceed the capacity of existing 

stormwater infrastructure.  

As discussed in Section 3.9, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, construction of the Project would 

involve temporary use of common hazardous materials used for construction purposes. However, 

implementation of Mitigation Measure GEO-1, as well as appropriate materials handling and spill 

prevention measures required by Mitigation Measure HAZ-1, would ensure that water quality would 

not be degraded by materials used during construction or inadvertent release of those materials. 

Following construction, the Project would not be expected to release pollutants into the storm drain 

system. As a result, the Project would not substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the 

site or area, including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river or through the 
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addition of impervious surfaces, in a manner which would create or contribute runoff water that 

would exceed the capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage systems or provide 

substantial additional sources of polluted runoff. Impacts would be less than significant with 

mitigation incorporated. 

iv) impede or redirect flood flows? 

The Project site is located in Federal Emergency Management Agency Flood Insurance Rate Maps 

(Nos. 06061C0755H) and is not located within a 100-year or 500-year flood hazard zone (FEMA 

2021). The Project would have no impact on flood flows. 

d) In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, would the project risk release of pollutants due to project inundation? 

Seiche and tsunami are short duration earthquake-generated water waves in large enclosed 

bodies of water and the open ocean, respectively. The extent and severity of a seiche or tsunami would be 

dependent upon ground motions and fault offset from nearby active faults. The Project site is not located 

adjacent to any large bodies of water and is not located downstream of a dam. In addition, the Project site 

is not located within a 100-year or 500-year flood hazard zone (FEMA 2021). Therefore, the Project is not 

located within a flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zone, and is not expected to be inundated. The Project 

would have no impact. 

e) Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality control plan or sustainable 

groundwater management plan? 

The Project would have no impact on groundwater and would therefore have no impact on a groundwater 

management plan. Construction, which would include grading, drainage, and/or impervious surface 

improvements, would require compliance with the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System Phase 

II MS4 Permit. Therefore, the Project would not conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality 

control plan or sustainable groundwater management plan. No impact.  
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3.11 Land Use and Planning 
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XI. LAND USE AND PLANNING – Would the project: 

a) Physically divide an established 

community? 
    

b) Cause a significant environmental impact 

due to a conflict with any land use plan, 

policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose 

of avoiding or mitigating an environmental 

effect? 

    

Setting 

Placer County within the unincorporated community of North Auburn, north of the City of Auburn. Single-family 

residences and the Parkside Church are immediately north of the Project site. Placer School for adults is east of 

the northern portion of the site and ARD’s Regional Park is located across Richardson Drive to the east. Land to the 

south is currently undeveloped but approved for the Timberline residential subdivision project. A single-family 

residential subdivision abuts the Project site on the west and an NID access and utility easement exists along the 

western edge of the proposed park site. 

Land use on the Project site is regulated by the Auburn Bowman Community Plan, and the Placer County Zoning 

Ordinance. The land use designation applied to the Project site by the Auburn Bowman Community Plan is Low 

Density Residential, which specifies single-family residential development with lot sizes ranging from 0.4 to 0.9 

acres (1 to 2.5 dwelling units per acre). It should be noted that, while the land use designation allows for 1 to 2.5 

dwelling units per acre of single-family residential development, the site is within an Airport Overflight Zone which 

allows for average residential density of only 1 dwelling unit per 2 acres and a maximum single acre density of 4 

dwelling units per acre, as specified by the Auburn Municipal Airport ALUCP. Figure 10 of the Parks and Recreation 

Element of the Auburn Bowman Community Plan identifies the Project site area as a conceptual proposed park site, 

deeming it a desirable location for park development to meet the recreation needs with the Auburn/Bowman 

Community Plan area. 

The site’s zoning designation is F-AO (Farm - Combining Aircraft Overflight) 4.6 acre minimum, which allows for 

farming uses on 4.6 acre minimum lot sizes and allows for park uses with approval of a minor use permit. It should 

be noted that parks are allowable with a minor use permit under all residential zoning designations, which may be 

pertinent considering the low density residential land use designation applied to the site by the community plan.  

The Project site is within the Zones C1 and C2 of the Airport Influence Area of the Auburn Municipal Airport.  The 

ALUCP identifies the maximum intensity of use for the C1 zone as 100 people per acre sitewide average and 300 

people per acre as maximum single acre use intensity, while maximum intensities for the C2 zone are identified as 

200 people per acre sitewide average and 800 people per acre maximum single acre use intensity. Land uses 

allowed in the Airport Influence Area are the same as those allowed in the underlying zoning (F – Farm) except that 
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the proposed use must be identified as a compatible land use by the applicable airport land use plan based on the 

policies of the plan regarding height, noise and safety.  

Impact Discussion 

a) Would the project physically divide an established community? 

The Project would construct a new 24.4-acre park on land currently owned by ARD. The Project site is 

adjacent to existing single family residential to the west and north, commercial to the east and land planned 

for single family residential to the south. The Project site would connect to an existing baseball diamond 

owned and maintained by ARD. The Project would not include any construction of a barrier that would 

physically divide the existing developed areas surrounding the Project site and would serve as a 

neighborhood and community gathering location and connection between neighborhood. No freeways or 

railroad tracks are included as part of the Project. Therefore, implementation of the Project would not result 

in the division of an established community and the Project would have no impact. 

b) Would the project cause a significant environmental impact due to a conflict with any land use plan, policy, 

or regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect? 

The Project would construct a new 24.4-acre park on land currently owned by ARD and would not require a 

land use designation change or rezone from Placer County.  Land use on the Project site is regulated by the 

Auburn Bowman Community Plan, Placer County General Plan, and the Placer County Zoning Ordinance. 

The construction of the proposed park would be consistent with the County’s parkland goals as outlined 

under Section 5 of the Placer County General Plan, which identifies a goal of 5 acres of improved, passive 

parkland per 1000 residents. With approval of a minor use permit, proposed park uses are allowable within 

the F-AO zone district (and all residential zone districts).  

The Project site is within Zones C1 and C2 of the Airport Influence Area for the Auburn Municipal Airport as 

identified by Placer County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP) (2014). Table AUB-4A of the ALUCP 

identifies local parks, neighborhood parks and playgrounds as normally compatible with the C1 and C2 

zones. The ALUCP identifies the maximum intensity of use for the C1 zone as 100 people per acre sitewide 

average and 300 people per acre as maximum single acre use intensity, while maximum intensities for the 

C2 zone are identified as 200 people per acre sitewide average and 800 people per acre as the maximum 

single acre use intensity. Land uses allowed in the Airport Influence Area are the same as those allowed in 

the underlying zoning (F – Farm) except that the proposed use must be identified as a compatible land use 

by the applicable airport land use plan based on the policies of the plan regarding height, noise and safety. 

All discretionary land use permit applications filed for areas within the aircraft overflight combining zone 

district must be referred to the Airport Land Use Commission if the use is not identified as compatible by 

the ALUCP. The Project would not exceed maximum intensities identified in the ALUCP and would be 

developed consistent with requirements of the C1 and C2 zones. It is anticipated that the Project would be 

compatible with the ALUCP. Therefore, the Project is consistent with the Auburn Bowman Community Plan, 

Placer County General Plan, ALUCP, and zoning ordinance. Consistency with other regulations is discussed 

throughout this document in applicable resource sections. Impacts associated with inconsistency with local 

plans identified above would be less than significant.  
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3.12 Mineral Resources 
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XII. MINERAL RESOURCES – Would the project: 

a) Result in the loss of availability of a known 

mineral resource that would be of value to 

the region and the residents of the state? 

    

b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally-

important mineral resource recovery site 

delineated on a local general plan, specific 

plan, or other land use plan? 

    

 

Setting 

The Project would occur on a site owned by ARD. The site does not support any mining activities and is not zoned 

specifically for mineral extraction or preservation and is not known to provide access to important mineral 

resources. 

Impact Discussion 

a) Would the project result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of value to the 

region and the residents of the state? 

See ‘b’ below. 

b) Would the project result in the loss of availability of a locally important mineral resource recovery site 

delineated on a local general plan, specific plan, or other land use plan? 

The Project would construct a new recreational park. Significant mineral deposits are not known to be present 

at the Project site and the site is not identified as containing important minerals by the general plan or 

community plan. As there are no known mineral resources underlying the Project site, implementation of the 

Project would not result in a loss of availability of any known mineral resource. The proposed Project would result 

in no loss of availability of any locally important mineral resources delineated on a local general plan or other 

land use plan; the Project would have no impact.  
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3.13 Noise 
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XIII.  NOISE – Would the project result in: 

a) Generation of a substantial temporary or 

permanent increase in ambient noise levels 

in the vicinity of the project in excess of 

standards established in the local general 

plan or noise ordinance, or applicable 

standards of other agencies? 

    

b) Generation of excessive groundborne 

vibration or groundborne noise levels? 
    

c) For a project located within the vicinity of a 

private airstrip or an airport land use plan 

or, where such a plan has not been 

adopted, within two miles of a public airport 

or public use airport, would the project 

expose people residing or working in the 

project area to excessive noise levels? 

    

Setting 

The Project site is in a semi-urbanized areas within Placer County. The Project is within areas of existing rural or 

urban development and near noise-generating land uses including public parks, commercial and residential 

development, and roads; noise levels in the vicinity of the project site are consistent with these uses. Noise 

generated by construction or maintenance activities is exempt from applicable Placer County noise standards if 

generated between 6:00 a.m. and 8:00 p.m. Monday through Friday, and 8:00 a.m. and 8:00 p.m. Saturday and 

Sunday and holidays. The Auburn Municipal Airport is located approximately 1.1 miles east of the Project site. 

Impact Discussion 

a) Would the project result in generation of a substantial temporary or permanent increase in ambient noise 

levels in the vicinity of the project in excess of standards established in the local general plan or noise 

ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies? 

Construction Noise  

The Project site is surrounded by both open space and residential land uses. The primary source of noise 

in the area is roadway noise along Richardson Drive. The Project would be constructed in phases; the 

primary phases would consist of site preparation, grading, building construction, paving of the on-site roads, 

and parking areas, and application of architectural coatings. Construction activities could increase noise 

levels temporarily in the vicinity of the Project. Actual noise levels would depend on the type of construction 

equipment involved, distance to the source of fthe noise, time of day, and similar factors. For construction 

noise, because of the nature of the Project design two distances were evaluated in this analysis; distance 
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from the sensitive receptors to center of construction activity (450 feet) and distance from sensitive 

receptors to the edge of construction activity (250 feet).  

Construction noise is complex to quantify because of the many variables involved, including the specific 

equipment types, size of equipment used, percentage of time, condition of each piece of equipment, and 

number of pieces of equipment that will actually operate on site. A noise analysis was performed using the 

Federal Highway Administration’s Roadway Construction Noise Model (RCNM) (FHWA 2008). Input 

variables for RCNM consist of the receiver/land use types, the equipment type (e.g., backhoe, grader, 

scraper), the number of equipment pieces, the duty cycle for each piece of equipment (i.e., percentage of 

time the equipment typically works in a given time period), and the distance from the noise-sensitive 

receiver to the construction zone. The RCNM has default duty-cycle values for the various pieces of 

equipment, which were derived from an extensive study of typical construction activity patterns. Those 

default duty-cycle values were used for this analysis. The range of noise levels for the phases of construction 

at distances of 250 feet and 450 feet are depicted in Table NOISE-1. 

Based on the calculated results in the RCNM model using the applied noise sensitive receptor distance 

from the edge of grading activity of the trails (250 feet) and from the Project center (450 feet), the 

calculated dBA Leq values would range from approximately 55 to 68 dBA Leq for a given phase of 

construction.  

Table NOISE-1 Noise Levels for Project Construction Phases 

Construction Phase 

Typical Sound Level (dBA 

Leq) 250 Feet from 

Source 

Typical Sound Level (dBA 

Leq) 450 Feet from Source 

Site Preparation 63.7 65.7 

Grading 65.6 67.6 

Building Construction NA 60.3 

Paving NA 62.3 

Architectural Coating NA 54.6 

Source: FTA 2006. 

Note: dBA = A-weighted decibel. 

Although the anticipated construction noise levels would be readily noticeable to adjacent residences, 

construction noise would be regulated through Placer County Code. Pursuant to Article 9.36 of the Placer 

County Code, noise from construction activities is exempt from noise level requirements of the Code, 

provided that construction equipment is fitted with factory-installed muffling devices and is properly 

maintained and that construction occurs during the following periods: 

• Monday through Friday, 6:00 a.m. to 8:00 p.m, 

• Saturday and Sunday, 8:00 a.m. to 8:00 p.m. 
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Construction activities for the Project would occur between the permitted hours and would comply with 

other Placer County Code requirements; thus construction noise would result in a less‐than‐significant 

impact.  

Operational Noise 

After construction, operational noise from the Project site would consist of noise from vehicle trips 

associated with the Project as well as  on-site activities .  

Project-Related Traffic.  Based upon the Project’s traffic analysis, the Project is expected to generate an 

average of 54 daily trips, zero (0) a.m. peak hour trips, and two (2) p.m. peak hour trips during a typical 

weekday. During a typical weekend (Saturday), the Project would generate 296 daily trips and 54 midday 

peak hour trips (31 inbound and 23 outbound). However, on Saturdays, the roads for access to the Project 

site (Richardson Drive and Park Drive) have existing average daily trip (ADT) volumes of 1,524 and 1,322 

vehicles per day, respectively.   The increase in traffic volumes, even if all 296 Project trips were added to 

the lower of the existing volumes (1,322 vehicles per day, on Park Drive) would represent an increase of 

approximately 22 percent.  It would require an increase of 100 percent in traffic volumes, all other variables 

remaining the same, to result in a 3 decibel (dB) increase in traffic noise.  A 22 percent increase in traffic 

volumes would result in an increase of less than 1 dB.  In the context of community noise (i.e., outside of a 

listening lab or other controlled environment), a change in noise levels of 1 dB or less is not audible or 

detectable. Therefore, the Project’s impact relating to traffic noise would be less than significant. 

On-Site Activities.  On-site activities at the proposed park would result in relatively low noise levels. Most of 

the Project amenities in which groups of people would be likely to gather (such as the central plaza, the 

shade structures, the play area, and splash pad) would be located approximately 450 feet or more from 

nearby noise-sensitive uses (residences and the church).   The two relatively small parking areas (22 spaces 

and 18 spaces) would be further removed from the nearby residences and church, and no public address 

or other amplified sound system would be installed as part of the Project.  Furthermore, no team sports 

fields or courts, other than small group bocce courts, are proposed, and the park would be closed between 

dawn and dusk.   

Although park facilities would be available for reservation and rental for small gatherings such as company 

picnics and birthday parties. the rental contract would require that users follow rules and regulations for 

the permitted use including the use of amplified sound, use of alcohol and group size. Special events, such 

as community art gatherings or other community events with larger attendance, may be held at the park 

facility several times per year and would similarly be subject to ARD permit conditions including rules and 

regulations for allowable noise. All rentals and events would be restricted to the park’s regular hours of 

operation (i.e., between dawn and dusk).   

Article 9.36.060 of the Placer County Code (Chapter 9, Public Peace, Safety and Welfare) sets noise 

exposure standards for evaluating non-transportation related noise impacts. The energy-averaged (i.e., Leq) 

hourly standard at noise-sensitive receptors is 55 dBA for daytime noise (7 a.m. to 10 p.m.) and 45 dBA for 

nighttime noise (10:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m).. The Placer County Code also prohibits creation of noises that 

would exceed the existing ambient sound level by 5 dB.  The Project’s operation would be subject to 

compliance with the County’s noise regulations and is not expected to generate noise levels exceeding 

Placer County’s standards since noise-sensitive uses would be over 450 feet from the central park activity 
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area and since larger gatherings would be required to comply with ARD’s rental agreement. Therefore, 

operation of the Project would have a less-than-significant impact. 

b) Would the project result in generation of excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels? 

Construction activities may expose persons to excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne noise, 

causing a potentially significant impact. Caltrans has collected groundborne vibration information related 

to construction activities (Caltrans 2020). Information from Caltrans indicates that continuous vibrations 

with a peak particle velocity of approximately 0.1 inch/second begin to cause annoyance. Heavier pieces 

of construction equipment, such as bulldozers, have peak particle velocities of approximately 0.089 

inch/second or less at a distance of 25 feet (FTA 2018).  

Groundborne vibration typically attenuates over short distances. At the distance from the nearest sensitive 

uses (residences) to the Project boundary (approximately 250 feet) and with the anticipated construction 

equipment, the peak particle velocity would be approximately 0.0028 inch/second. At the closest sensitive 

receptors, vibration levels would be well below the vibration threshold of potential annoyance of 0.1 

inch/second.  

Construction can also affect nearby buildings by inflicting damage from vibration. However, construction 

vibration associated with this Project would not result in structural building damage. Building damage 

typically occurs at vibration levels of 0.5 inch/second or greater for buildings of reinforced-concrete, steel, 

or timber construction. The heavier pieces of construction equipment used for this Project would include 

backhoes, front-end loaders, and flat-bed trucks. Pile driving, blasting, or other special construction 

techniques would not be used for construction of the Project; therefore, excessive groundborne vibration 

and groundborne noise with the potential to adversely affect nearby buildings would not be generated. 

Once operational, the Project would not generate groundborne vibration. As such, no building damage 

would be expected to occur as a result of Project-related vibration during construction or operation, and 

impacts would be less than significant.  

c) For a project located within the vicinity of a private airstrip or an airport land use plan or, where such a 

plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the project 

expose people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels? 

The nearest airport to the Project site is Auburn Municipal Airport, located approximately 1.1 miles 

northeast of the Project site. Based upon the Auburn Municipal Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (Placer 

County 2014), the Project site would be approximately 1 mile away from the airport’s 65 dBA CNEL noise 

contour. Although noise from individual aircraft would be noticeable, the average noise levels from airport-

related operations (which would be in the 55 to 60 dBA CNEL range) are not considered excessive.  As 

such, the Project would result in less-than-significant impacts regarding exposure of people residing or 

working in the Project area to excessive noise levels. 
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3.14 Population and Housing 
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XIV. POPULATION AND HOUSING – Would the project: 

a) Induce substantial unplanned population 

growth in an area, either directly (for 

example, by proposing new homes and 

businesses) or indirectly (for example, 

through extension of roads or other 

infrastructure)? 

    

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing 

people or housing, necessitating the 

construction of replacement housing 

elsewhere? 

    

Setting 

The Project site is mostly undeveloped and no residential development currently exists on the site. The site is zoned 

for farm uses and minimum lot sizes of 4.6 acres and carries a low density residential land use designation that 

calls for densities of 1 to 2.5 dwelling units per acre, which would allow for up to 60 residential units on the 24-acre 

Project site. Existing residences are adjacent to the Project site on the north and west and the vacant site to the 

south is approved for the Timberline residential subdivision.  

Impact Discussion 

a) Would the project induce substantial unplanned population growth in an area, either directly (for example,  

by proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through extension of roads or  

other infrastructure)? 

The Project would develop additional park uses on a site that is zoned to allow for large lot farming and 

associated residential uses and carries a land use designation that could allow for up to 60 residential 

units and approximately 160 people based on average household size in Placer County. The Project would 

require no substantial extension of infrastructure into unserved areas that would promote growth; the 

Project site is within an area of existing urban development already served by infrastructure. Since the 

Project would result in no population growth associated with new home construction or creation of a large 

number of new jobs, and would not extend infrastructure into new areas, no impact would result from 

unplanned population growth. 

b) Would the project displace substantial numbers of existing people or housing, necessitating the 

construction of replacement housing elsewhere? 

The Project would construct new recreation facilities on land owned and managed by ARD. No housing 

currently exists on the Project site that would be displaced by the proposed park and the Project includes 
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no uses that would displace residents from existing residential uses in areas adjacent to the Project site. 

Therefore, the Project would result in no impact associated with construction of replacement housing due 

to displacement of people or existing housing. 

3.15 Public Services 
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XV.  PUBLIC SERVICES  

a) Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new or 

physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered governmental facilities, the 

construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable 

service ratios, response times, or other performance objectives for any of the public services: 

Fire protection?     

Police protection?     

Schools?     

Parks?     

Other public facilities?     

Setting 

Fire protection and emergency services to the Project site are provided by Placer County Fire Department, which 

contracts with CAL Fire for fire protection services. Law enforcement response is provided by Placer County Sheriff’s 

Office. 

Impact Discussion 

a) Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new or 

physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered governmental facilities, the 

construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable 

service ratios, response times, or other performance objectives for any of the public services: 

Fire protection? 

Police protection? 

Schools? 

Parks? 

Other public facilities? 

The Project proposes the construction of new recreational facilities adjacent to existing recreational 

facilities at Regional Park and the existing baseball field on the site. The Project would not induce 
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substantial population growth by constructing housing or generating a substantial number of new jobs or 

by extending infrastructure. No substantial additional demand for fire protection, police protection, schools, 

or other public services is expected that would result in the need to construct new public services facilities 

offsite to maintain existing service levels and performance objectives for services. The Project would be 

expected to decrease fire risk in the area by clearing brush and other fuels and reducing the potential for 

fire ignition as a result of informal or unauthorized use of the Project site. Therefore, no impact would result 

from construction of new facilities to meet an increased demand for services as a result of the Project. 

3.16 Recreation 

 

Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant 

Impact With 
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Significant 
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XVI. RECREATION 

a) Would the project increase the use of 

existing neighborhood and regional parks or 

other recreational facilities such that 

substantial physical deterioration of the 

facility would occur or be accelerated? 

    

b) Does the project include recreational 

facilities or require the construction or 

expansion of recreational facilities which 

might have an adverse physical effect on 

the environment? 

    

Setting 

The Project site is partially developed with an existing baseball field that occupies about 5 acres of the site. Regional 

Park is located immediately across Richardson Drive east of the Project site and residential uses occur in the 

surrounding area.  

Impact Discussion 

a) Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational 

facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur or be accelerated? 

Please refer to ‘b’ below.  

b) Does the project include recreational facilities or require the construction or expansion of recreational 

facilities, which might have an adverse physical effect on the environment? 

The Project would add developed park facilities on approximately 19 acres of the 24.4-acre Project site and 

would help satisfy the demand for additional public park amenities to serve the local community in North 

Auburn. The Project includes no residential development and would not directly or indirectly induce 

substantial population growth in the Project area that would require additional recreation facilities or 
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generate increased demand for recreational facilities. The Project would therefore have no impact 

associated with deterioration of existing recreation facilities and no impact associated construction of new 

recreation facilities to meet increased demand. 

  3.17 Transportation  
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XVII. TRANSPORTATION – Would the project: 

a) Conflict with a program, plan, ordinance, or 

policy addressing the circulation system, 

including transit, roadway, bicycle, and 

pedestrian facilities? 

    

b) Conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA 

Guidelines section 15064.3, subdivision 

(b)?  

    

c) Substantially increase hazards due to a 

geometric design feature (e.g., sharp curves 

or dangerous intersections) or incompatible 

uses (e.g., farm equipment)? 

    

d) Result in inadequate emergency access?     

Setting 

Roadway System and Regional Access.  Regional access to the proposed Project would be via State Route 49 (SR-

49). SR-49 provides access from Dry Creek Road to the north and Quartz Drive to the south. The following provides 

a discussion of the roadway network near the Project site. 

SR-49 (Golden Chain Highway) is a north-south, four-lane, divided roadway with a two-way left-turn lane 

(TWLTL). SR-49 is classified as a State Highway – Conventional in the Placer County General Plan Land Use 

and Circulation Element. The posted speed limit ranges from 55 to 65 miles per hour (MPH) within the 

study area. On-street parking is generally not permitted along the roadway, and sidewalk and pedestrian 

facilities are only located along some segments.   

Dry Creek Road is an east-west, two lane, divided roadway with a TWLTL between Dry Creek Road and SR-

49, and a two-lane, undivided roadway west of Dry Creek Road and east of SR-49. Dry Creek Road is 

classified as a Rural Arterial in the Land Use and Circulation Element, and the posted speed limit is 35 mph 

within the study area. On-street parking is generally not permitted along the roadway, and sidewalk and 

pedestrian facilities are only located along some segments.   

Richardson Drive is a north-south, two-lane, undivided roadway, and is classified as an Urban Suburban 

Major Collector in the Land Use and Circulation Element. Richardson Drive runs adjacent to the western 

boundary of the Project site and serves as the primary road to the proposed site access driveway. On-street 



DRAFT MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION FOR THE 24- ACRE PARK MASTER PLAN PROJECT 

   12978 

 74 June 2021 

parking is permitted along some portions of the roadway, and sidewalk and pedestrian facilities are located 

along some segments.  The posted speed limit is 25 mph within the study area. 

Park Drive is an east-west, two-lane, undivided roadway that provides access to the Project site via Quartz 

Avenue and Richardson Drive. Park Drive is not classified in the Land Use and Circulation Element. On-

street parking is permitted along most of the roadway, with a parking lot at the westernmost extent of the 

road, and sidewalk and pedestrian facilities are located along some segments. The posted speed limit is 

25 mph within the study area. 

Quartz Drive is an east-west, two-lane, undivided roadway that connects SR-49 to Park Drive and is 

classified as an Urban Suburban Major Collector in the Land Use and Circulation Element. On-street parking 

is permitted along most of the roadway, and sidewalk and pedestrian facilities are located along both sides 

of the street. The posted speed limit is 25 mph within the study area. 

Transit, Bicycle, and Pedestrian Facilities. Existing transit facilities are shown on Figure 3. Existing bicycle and 

pedestrian volumes counts obtained at the study area intersections in October 2020 are provided in Appendix A. 

Adjustment to these volumes were made to reflect non-pandemic conditions.  

Transit Facilities. Placer County Transit provides public transit service throughout Placer County, with bus 

service near the Project site. Placer County Transit Route 30 operates along SR-49, Quartz Drive, Dry Creek 

Road, and Richardson Drive, with several stops within ½ mile of the Project. Route 30 operates between 

the Auburn Amtrak Station and Richardson Drive/Chana Park, with hourly weekday service from 

approximately 5:30 a.m. to 6 p.m., as well as hourly Saturday service from approximately 7:30 a.m. to 5 

p.m. 

Additionally, the Nevada County Gold Country Stage offers Monday through Friday commute bus service 

along SR-49, with stops located at the intersections with Quartz Drive and Dry Creek Road for bus Route 5. 

These stops are not within ½ mile of the Project. Route 5 operates between the Auburn Amtrak Station and 

the Nevada County Airport Transit Office, with service every two hours during morning, midday, and 

afternoon commute periods. 

Bicycle Facilities. There are no existing bicycle facilities within the study area, with exception of a bike route north 

of Dry Creek Road on Richardson Drive and south of Bell Road on Richardson Drive.  

A Transportation and Circulation Assessment (traffic assessment) was prepared for the Project by Dudek in 

November 2020 (Appendix D). The traffic assessment provides an analysis of the vehicle miles traveled (VMT) that 

would be generated by the Project and analyzes impacts to roadway and intersection functioning in the Project area. 

The traffic assessment focused on evaluating functioning of the following intersections and roadway segments: 

Intersections 

1. Richardson Drive/Dry Creek Road 

2. SR-49/Quartz Drive 

Roadway Segments 

1. Richardson Drive to Dry Creek Road 

2. Richardson Drive to Park Drive to Quartz Drive 
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Impact Discussion 

a) Would the project conflict with a program, plan, ordinance, or policy addressing the circulation system, 

including transit, roadway, bicycle, and pedestrian facilities? 

Trip Generation and Roadway Segment Level of Service: The traffic assessment modeled trip generation 

that would result from the Project based on trip rates for a County Park land use (ITE Code 412) and 

estimated that during a typical weekday the Project would generate approximately 54 daily trips with no 

trips during the a.m. peak hour and 2 trips during the p.m. peak hour. During a typical weekend, it was 

estimated that the Project would generate 296 daily trips, including 54 trips during the Saturday mid-day 

peak hour (31 inbound and 23 outbound). Project trip distribution percentages for the traffic assessment 

were based on logical travel paths to commute corridors in the study area and using engineering judgement.  

Approximately, 40% of the Project traffic was assigned to roadways north of the site along Richardson Drive, 

while 60% of trips were assigned to travel roadways south of the Project site, including Park Drive and 

Quartz Drive. 

Due to the higher trip generation that would occur during a typical weekend, a Saturday daily and midday 

peak hour analysis were used to analyze changes in roadway and intersection level of service (LOS) that 

could result from the Project. The LOS analysis was prepared for the Existing and Existing plus Project 

condition. The LOS at the Project access driveway, as well as the Richardson Drive/Dry Creek Road and SR-

49/Quartz Drive intersections, as well as the Project access onto Richardson Drive, is provided in Table 

Traffic-1, below. The analysis indicates that the Richardson Drive/Dry Creek Road intersection would 

continue to operate at LOS B, SR-49/Quartz Drive would go from LOS A to LOS B with a potential change in 

delay of 1.6 seconds per vehicle, and the Richardson Drive access would operate at LOS A.  

Table TRAFFIC-1. Existing plus Project Saturday Midday Peak Hour Intersection Level of Service 

No. Intersection Jurisdiction Control 

Saturday Midday Peak 

Change 

in 

Delay1 

Inconsistent 

with County 

LOS 

Standard? 

Existing 

Existing plus 

Project 

Delay1 LOS2 Delay1 LOS2 

1 Richardson 

Drive/Dry Creek 

Road 

Placer County TWSC 12.6 B 13.1 B 0.5 No 

2 SR-49/Quartz 

Drive 

Placer County Signal 8.5 A 10.1 B 1.6 No 

3 Richardson 

Drive/ Project 

Driveway 

Placer County TWSC Does Not Exist 9.1 A - No 

Notes: TWSC = Two-Way Stop-Controlled 
1 Delay in seconds per vehicle 
2 Level of Service (LOS) 

The Saturday midday peak hour intersection LOS analysis conducted at the two study intersections and 

Project driveway indicates LOS C or better intersection operations with the addition of Project traffic, which 

exceeds Placer County’s LOS C minimum standard. 
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 Additionally, a Saturday daily roadway segment LOS analysis of the two roadway segments evaluated, 

Richardson Drive to Dry Creek Road and Richardson Drive to Quartz Drive, indicates that there would be no 

change in LOS for these segments as a result of the Project and both segments would continue to operate 

at LOS A. Table TRAFFIC-2 provides results of the LOS analysis conducted, which used the volume to 

capacity ratios, based on capacities established in the Placer County General Plan EIR .  

Table TRAFFIC-2. Existing plus Project Roadway Segment Level of Service 

Segment 

LOS “C” 

Capacity 

Existing Saturday ADT 

Existing plus Project 

Saturday ADT 

ADT V/C1 LOS2 ADT V/C1 LOS2 

Richardson Drive, Park Drive 

to Dry Creek Road 
14,400 1,524 0.11 A 1,643 0.12 A 

Park Drive, Richardson Drive 

to Quartz Drive 
12,000 1,322 0.11 A 1,499 0.12 A 

Notes: 
1 Volume to Capacity ratio 
2 Level of Service (LOS) 

Intersection Queuing: A queuing analysis was also conducted for the two study intersections and Project 

driveway. Although the analysis found that queues at the eastbound left-turn lane of the SR-49/Quartz 

Drive intersection would exceed the striped vehicle storage length, it was determined that queues would 

only increase by 4 feet with the addition of Project traffic, and that the combined 95th percentile queues 

for the eastbound turning movement would not extend into and affect function of the nearest intersection 

at Opal Drive. Additionally, the analysis determined that although queues at the northbound left-turn lane 

at the SR-49/Quartz Drive intersection would exceed the striped storage length, the analysis found that 

queues would decrease with the addition of Project traffic, and the two-way left-turn lane along SR-49 would 

provide sufficient storage capacity for queuing vehicles. This analysis determined that the addition of 

Project traffic would meet queuing standards and would not decrease the level of service at these 

intersections and would not warrant improvements to either the SR-49/Quartz Drive or Richardson 

Drive/Dry Creek Road intersections. The analysis further found that there is adequate storage capacity 

within the Project site such that vehicles can queue on-site as needed and no offsite improvements are 

required for queuing at the Project driveway. Results of the analysis are provided in Table TRAFFIC-3, below. 
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Table TRAFFIC-3 Existing plus Project Queuing Summary 

Intersection/ 

Driveway Movement 

Vehicle 

Storage 

Length1 

Existing2 

Exceeds 

Vehicle 

Storage 

Length? 

Existing 

plus 

Project2 

Exceeds 

Vehicle 

Storage 

Length? 
Improvement 

Warranted? Saturday Midday Peak Saturday Midday Peak 

Richardson 

Drive/Dry Creek 

Road 

EBTR3 >1,000 0 No 0 No No 

WBL 100 20 No 21 No No 

NBLT3 >1,000 31 No 35 No No 

NBR4 65 41 No 42 No No 

SR-49/Quartz 

Drive 

EBL 55 62 Yes 66 Yes No7 

EBR5 250 111 No 128 No No 

NBL 150 250 Yes 245 Yes No8 

SBTR3 >1,000 154 No 177 No No 

Richardson 

Drive/Project Dwy 

EBLR 865 Does Not Exist 44 No No 

NBLT6 200 Does Not Exist 12 No No 

Notes: EBTR = eastbound through-right; EBLR = eastbound left-right; EBL = eastbound left; EBR = eastbound right; WBL = 

westbound left; NBL = northbound left; NBLT = northbound left-through; NBR = northbound right; SBTR = southbound through-

right 
1 Measured in feet. 
2 Based on 95th percentile (design) queue length in SimTraffic 10. 
3 Greater than 1,000 feet to nearest major intersection or driveway. 
4 Length measured as approximate storage length based on roadway width. 
5 Length measured from intersection stop bar to Opal Drive. 
6 Length measured from intersection with Park Drive to Project driveway. 
7 Queue does not increase greater than one car length, nor would the queue extend into the nearest intersection with Opal 

Drive. 
8 Queue decreases between the Existing and Existing plus Project conditions, and the TWLTL would provide additional queuing 

to the striped left-turn storage pocket. 

bold Queue exceeds storage length 

As such, the Project would not generate traffic at volumes that have the potential to conflict with a program, 

ordinance, or policy establishing measures of effectiveness for the performance of the circulation system, 

including transit, roadway, bicycle, and pedestrian facilities. Temporary impacts include an increase in 

construction-related traffic levels, which would temporarily increase the traffic volumes on Richardson Drive 

in the vicinity of the Project site. Vehicle trips would be generated by construction workers commuting to 

and from the work site, and by trucks hauling materials and equipment to and from the site. The Project 

would not generate enough traffic to result in area intersections or roadway segments falling below LOS C 

and would therefore meet County standards. As such, the Project would not have substantial temporary or 

long-term effects on traffic levels on roadways serving the Project site and would result in no conflict with 

any program, plan, ordinance, or policy addressing transit, roadway, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities. 

Therefore, the Project would have a less-than-significant impact related to conflicts with transit, roadway, 

bicycle, and pedestrian circulation systems. 

b) Would the project conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines section 15064.3, subdivision (b)? 

Per SB 743, CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3 establishes vehicle miles traveled (VMT) as the most 

appropriate measure of transportation impacts, shifting away from the LOS analysis that has generally been 

used to evaluate a Project’s impacts on traffic conditions on nearby roadways and intersections. The traffic 

assessment, attached as Appendix D to this Initial Study, provides a VMT screening analysis for the Project 

https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=201320140SB743
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using available state and county guidance. The Placer County Planning Services Division and Department 

of Public Works released a memo to the Placer County Planning Commission dated May 11, 2020, providing 

an informational update on Placer County’s SB 743 Implementation Plan. The County has not approved 

this implementation plan, nor has a planned VMT estimation tool been adopted; however, the County 

provided initial guidance for VMT metrics, methodology, thresholds, and screening criteria which were relied 

on by the traffic assessment for the VMT screening analysis. In general, the state Office of Planning and 

Research (OPR) recommends assessing the change in VMT that would result from a project; based on a 

variety of factors, some projects would add to VMT and some projects could reduce VMT (if they are local-

serving projects and overall trip distance is reduced). OPR’s guidance is that a net increase in VMT may 

indicate a significant transportation impact.  

OPR and Placer County guidance suggests that initial screening of a project’s specific characteristics and 

uses may allow for a project to be screened out of further VMP impacts analysis and considered to have a 

less than significant impact with respect to VMP. For example, OPR recommends that local-serving retail 

and projects near major transit stops or a high-quality transit corridor can be presumed to have less than 

significant VMT impact if they meet certain criteria. In general, these uses can be screened out since they 

can be assumed to result in fewer vehicle miles traveled since they provide services that reduce vehicle 

trip length or promote or make practical use of public transit.  

Placer County Transit bus Route 30 operates along Richardson Drive, Quartz Drive, Park Drive, Dry Creek 

Road, and SR-49 in the vicinity of the Project and this route has several bus stops within ½ mile of the 

Project site, including a bus stop adjacent to the Project site on Richardson Drive. However, the peak service 

frequency at these stops is greater than 15 minutes and this transit corridor therefore does not meet the 

definition of a high quality transit corridor as contained in Public Resources Code § 21155. 

Placer County’s preliminary guidance for VMT impacts analysis indicates that local-serving recreational 

amenities, including parks, can be screened out of further VMT analysis and presumed to have a less than 

significant impact. Since the Project is situated within an area of existing mixed residential development 

and includes local-serving recreational amenities including a dog park, splash park, walking paths, picnic 

areas, and bocce courts for which there is a demand in the local community, it can be assumed that the 

Project could reduce VMT since it would offer alternatives to driving longer distances to enjoy these 

amenities elsewhere. Additionally, the Project would build on amenities already provided at Regional Park 

and therefore provide a greater variety of activities in a single geographic location, further encouraging 

carpooling or group outings to the park complex. Consistent with Placer County’s preliminary guidance for 

VMT, the Project can therefore be screened out of detailed VMT analysis and can be considered to have a 

less than significant impact associated with an increase in VMT.  

The traffic assessment provides further support for a finding of less than significant VMT impacts by 

providing a qualitative analysis and comparison of recreational amenities in the area around the Project 

site. The analysis notes that two ARD parks (Regional Park and Atwood) are located closest to the proposed 

Project and neither of these parks offer a dog park, bocce courts, or a splash pad/park. To enjoy these 

recreational amenities, residents within the local area would have to travel farther in the existing condition. 

With the exception of Atwood Park and Regional Park, all other ARD park facilities are greater than 3 miles 

from the Project site; therefore, the proposed Project would create a closer alternative for the nearby 

residential communities. 
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Further, as mentioned in OPR’s Technical Advisory, because new retail development typically redistributes 

shopping trips rather than create new trips – and similarly new park facilities would generally redistribute 

trips rather than create new ones – it can be inferred that the trips that are currently destined to existing 

parks within the City of Auburn or to the northeast would be re-routed to the proposed 24-acre park site. 

Therefore, the net new trips generated by the proposed Project would not cause a substantial increase in 

VMT, and Project impacts related to increased VMT would be less than significant. 

c) Would the project substantially increase hazards due to a geometric design feature (e.g., sharp curves or 

dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)? 

The Project site would be accessed by the existing Richardson Drive. The Project does not require street 

reconfiguring, lane geometry and re-striping for vehicles and bicycles, lane transitions, transit stop and bus 

shelters, or curb and street engineering modifications. As part of the Project, an easement would be 

obtained from the property to the north along Richardson Drive to allow the proposed driveway access to 

be aligned farther north to improve line of sight to the south for vehicles exiting the proposed access road 

and turning left onto northbound Richardson Drive. The traffic assessment included a sight distance 

analysis to determine whether the line of sight from the proposed driveway would provide for safe vehicle 

egress from the Project driveway onto northbound Richardson Drive. The analysis determined that the 

existing retaining wall along the west side of Richardson Drive, south of the proposed Project driveway, 

would not extend into the sight triangle for vehicles performing left turning movement from the Project 

driveway onto northbound Richardson Drive and that adequate sight distance would be available for a safe 

turning movement. No other potential hazards related to roadway or access design features were identified 

or evaluated. The Project would introduce no incompatible uses to the local roadway system. The Project is 

expected to have no impact associated with hazards due to roadway geometry or incompatible roadway 

uses.  

d) Would the project result in inadequate emergency access? 

Emergency access would be maintained on all public roads at all times during Project construction and 

operation. As discussed in Section 3.15, Public Services, during operation, the Project site would be served 

adequately by CAL FIRE and Placer County Sheriff’s Department during an emergency. The Project would 

not change or reconstruct existing roadways and would result in no impediment to existing emergency 

access in the area. The proposed driveway would be constructed to meet emergency access standards for 

lane width and turning radius and additional access to the site for emergency purposes could be obtained 

from the end of Golden Eagle Drive. The Project would result in no impact resulting from inadequate 

emergency access.   
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3.18 Tribal Cultural Resources 

 

Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant 
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Less Than 
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Impact No Impact 

XVIII.  TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES  

Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource, defined 

in Public Resources Code section 21074 as either a site, feature, place, cultural landscape that is 

geographically defined in terms of the size and scope of the landscape, sacred place, or object with cultural 

value to a California Native American tribe, and that is: 

a) Listed or eligible for listing in the 

California Register of Historical 

Resources, or in a local register of 

historical resources as defined in Public 

Resources Code section 5020.1(k), or 

    

b) A resource determined by the lead 

agency, in its discretion and supported 

by substantial evidence, to be 

significant pursuant to criteria set forth 

in subdivision (c) of Public Resources 

Code Section 5024.1. In applying the 

criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of 

Public Resource Code Section 5024.1, 

the lead agency shall consider the 

significance of the resource to a 

California Native American tribe? 

    

Setting 

The Project is subject to compliance with AB 52 (California Public Resources Code, Section 21074), which requires 

consideration of impacts to tribal cultural resources as part of the CEQA process and requires the CEQA lead agency 

to notify any groups (who have requested notification) who are traditionally or culturally affiliated with the 

geographic area of the Project. AB 52 requires lead agencies to consult with California Native American Tribes that 

request such consultation prior to completing environmental review in accordance with CEQA. AB 52 provides for 

the inclusion of California tribes’ expertise regarding cultural resources and a process for governing bodies to 

incorporate tribal knowledge into the CEQA review process.  

ARD notified the United Auburn Indian Community (UAIC) of the Project and the opportunity to consult or comment 

on the Project in accordance with AB 52. Notification was provided prior to public circulation of the Notice of Intent 

and this IS/MND. The consultation process had not been concluded at the time this IS/MND was released for public 

review. 
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Impact Discussion 

a) Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource, 

defined in Public Resources Code section 21074 as either a site, feature, place, cultural landscape that is 

geographically defined in terms of the size and scope of the landscape, sacred place, or object with cultural 

value to a California Native American tribe, and that is: 

i) Listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources, or in a local register 

of historical resources as defined in Public Resources Code section 5020.1(k)? 

 No known tribal cultural resources that are listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of 

Historical Resources, or in a local register of historical resources as defined in Public Resources 

Code section 5020.1(k) have been identified through cultural resources investigations conducted 

on the Project site to date. However, AB 52 consultation has not been concluded and tribal cultural 

resources could be identified through the Tribal consultation process. ARD has provided 

information about the Project to the UAIC and notified the UAIC of the opportunity to consult 

regarding tribal cultural resources. Mitigation Measure TCR-1 identifies measures that would be 

carried out by ARD to complete consultation, if requested by UAIC, and measures to avoid or 

minimize impacts to tribal cultural resources identified during consultation. With implementation 

of Mitigation Measure TCR-1 impacts to tribal cultural resources would be less than significant.  

ii) A resource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion and supported by substantial 

evidence, to be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resources 

Code Section 5024.1. In applying the criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resource 

Code Section 5024.1, the lead agency shall consider the significance of the resource to a 

California Native American tribe? 

The Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) was contacted by Dudek on October 19, 2020 

to request a search of the Sacred Lands File. This information is stored by the NAHC at the USGS 

Section level, and as such included Sections 19, 20, 28, 29, 30, which intersect the Project site 

and surrounding half-mile buffer. Results of a NAHC Sacred Lands File search, provided November 

2, 2020, were positive for resources within the search area. The UAIC was identified by the NAHC 

as having additional information related to identified resources in this search area. As noted above, 

ARD has sent a letter to the UAIC providing information about the Project and notifying the UAIC of 

the opportunity to consult regarding potential tribal cultural resources.    

As noted in Section 3.5 Cultural Resources, NCIC records identified a segment of an earthen ditch 

known as the Ophir Canal, P-31-001171, as intersecting the Project site. No additional cultural 

resources are previously documented in the Project site, though sixteen cultural resources are on 

file with the NCIC as having been recorded within a half-mile surrounding the Project site. No tribal 

cultural resources, as defined in California Public Resources Code, Section 21074, have been 

identified within the Project site or in its immediate vicinity to date. It is possible that the 

consultation process with UAIC could identify previously unknown resources or that ground 

disturbing activities associated with the Project, such as grading, could uncover previously 

undiscovered tribal cultural resources. Implementation of TCR-1 and TCR-2 would ensure that 

appropriate protocol and best management practices are followed to ensure an effective 

consultation process and appropriate treatment of any tribal cultural resources identified through 
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consultation or as a result of construction activities and that Project impacts to tribal cultural 

resources would remain less than significant. 

Mitigation Measures 

TCR-1 Implement Best Management Practices to Reduce or Avoid Impacts on Tribal Cultural Resources. 

ARD shall implement the following measures to reduce or avoid impacts to tribal cultural resources. 

If interested Native American Tribe(s) provide information demonstrating the significance of the 

Project site and substantial evidence supporting the determination that the site is highly sensitive 

for tribal cultural resources, ARD will conduct a site visit with Tribal Representatives to evaluate the 

potential for tribal cultural resources at the Project site. If Tribal Representatives and ARD 

determine the site is highly sensitive for tribal cultural resources and that the Project may have a 

significant impact on tribal cultural resources, ARD, in consultation with Tribal Representatives or 

others, will develop and implement best management practices (BMPs) to reduce or avoid impacts 

on tribal cultural resources. BMPs may include, but are not limited to: 1) modify the Project to 

preserve the tribal cultural resources in place, 2) establish exclusion zones and/or minimize work 

activities in proximity to tribal cultural resources, 3) provide notice at least seven days prior to the 

start of the Project to invite Tribal Representatives to observe and inspect the Project site during 

initial ground disturbing activities, 4) prepare a tribal cultural resources awareness brochure and 

provide tribal cultural resources training to construction personnel, 5) provide notice at least seven 

days prior to the start of the Project to invite Tribal Representatives to provide training of 

construction personnel involved in Project implementation. 

TCR-2 Inadvertent Discovery of Tribal Cultural Resources. While no tribal cultural resources have been 

identified that could be affected by the Project, the following approach for the inadvertent discovery 

of tribal cultural resources has been prepared to ensure there are no impacts to unanticipated 

resources. The topic of tribal cultural resources and appropriate management requirements will be 

addressed within the WEAT materials provided to all construction personnel prior to initiation of 

construction activities. This is included as a requirement under Mitigation Measure CUL-1. Should a 

potential tribal cultural resource be inadvertently encountered, construction activities near the 

encounter shall be temporarily halted and ARD shall be notified. ARD will notify Native American tribes 

that have been identified by the NAHC to be traditionally and culturally affiliated with the geographic 

area of the Project. If  ARD determines that the potential resource appears to be a tribal cultural 

resource (as defined by PRC Section 21074), any affected tribe would be provided a reasonable 

period of time to conduct a site visit and make recommendations regarding future ground 

disturbance activities as well as the treatment and disposition of any discovered tribal cultural 

resources. Depending on the nature of the potential resource and Tribal recommendations, review 

by a qualified archaeologist may be required. Implementation of proposed recommendations will be 

made based on the determination by ARD that the approach is reasonable and feasible. All activities 

shall be conducted in accordance with regulatory requirements. 
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3.19 Utilities and Service Systems 

 

Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant 

Impact With 

Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 

Significant 

Impact No Impact 

XIX. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS – Would the project: 

a) Require or result in the relocation or 

construction of new or expanded water, 

wastewater treatment, or storm water 

drainage, electric power, natural gas, or 

telecommunications facilities, the 

construction or relocation of which could 

cause significant environmental effects? 

    

b) Have sufficient water supplies available to 

serve the project and reasonably 

foreseeable future development during 

normal, dry, and multiple dry years? 

    

c) Result in a determination by the wastewater 

treatment provider, which serves or may 

serve the project that it has adequate 

capacity to serve the project’s projected 

demand in addition to the provider’s 

existing commitments? 

    

d) Generate solid waste in excess of State or 

local standards, or in excess of the capacity 

of local infrastructure, or otherwise impair 

the attainment of solid waste reduction 

goals? 

    

e) Comply with federal, state, and local 

management and reduction statutes and 

regulations related to solid waste? 

    

Setting 

The Placer County Sewer Maintenance District #1 currently provides wastewater to the Project area. Water to the 

Project site would be provided by NID. PG&E provides both electricity and natural gas to the Project area. 

Impact Discussion 

a) Would the project require or result in the relocation or construction of new or expanded water, wastewater 

treatment, or storm water drainage, electric power, natural gas, or telecommunications facilities, the 

construction or relocation of which could cause significant environmental effects? 

The construction of facilities to support the construction of park facilities would require the extension of 

potable water, electric power, natural gas, and/or telecommunications lines to the Project site from 

Richardson Drive and is considered part of the Project analyzed throughout this Initial Study. Utility 

extensions would be within the overall Project footprint and offsite construction of infrastructure would not 
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be required. The Project would not result in substantial additional population in the area and would not require 

a substantial increase in demand for water, wastewater, electrical power and natural gas; thus the Project would 

require no new or expanded facilities to support adequate water service, wastewater treatment, electric power, 

natural gas, or telecommunications facilities. Impacts would be less than significant. 

b) Would the project have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project and reasonably foreseeable 

future development during normal, dry, and multiple dry years? 

Water demand for the Park would be generated primarily by on-site bathrooms, irrigation needs, and 

supplemental water for the splash park during the warmer months of the year. These uses would be served 

by existing NID supplies and would be within NID’s capacity for service. Therefore, the Project would have 

a less than significant impact on water supply availability. 

c) Would the project result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider, which serves or may 

serve the project that it has adequate capacity to serve the project’s projected demand in addition to the 

provider’s existing commitments? 

Wastewater collection, conveyance, and treatment in the Project area is provided by the Placer County 

Sewer Maintenance District and conveyed through the Mid-Western Placer Regional Sewer Pipeline to the 

City of Lincoln’s Wastewater Treatment and Reclamation Facility (WTRF). The Lincoln WTRF is a permitted 

facility that meets all applicable wastewater treatment requirements.  The proposed two restrooms proposed 

as part of the Project would be expected to generate a less than substantial increase in wastewater flows. 

The addition of wastewater flows from the Project would not exceed the capacity of the wastewater 

treatment plant. No impact would result from inadequate capacity to serve the Project’s projected demand 

for wastewater treatment.  

d) Would the project generate solid waste in excess of State or local standards, or in excess of the capacity 

of local infrastructure, or otherwise impair the attainment of solid waste reduction goals? 

Solid waste within the North Auburn area is collected by Recology Auburn Placer and transported to the 

Western Placer Waste Management Authority (WPWMA) Materials Recovery Facility (MRF) located at 3033 

Fiddyment Road in the City of Roseville. Solid waste is sorted at the MRF and recyclable materials, including 

wood and green waste, are recovered from the waste and recycled. Wood and green waste are processed 

for composting at the MRF. Remaining solid waste that cannot be recycled is disposed of at the Western 

Regional Sanitary Landfill (WRSL) in the City of Lincoln.  

The WRSL is permitted to accept 1,900 tons per day and 624 vehicles per day; in 2013, the WRSL received 

an average of 638 tons per weekday and 86 vehicles per day (Placer County Facility Services Department 

2015). The landfill has a permitted design capacity of 36,350,000 cubic yards with a permitted lifespan 

extending to 2058 (Placer County Facility Services Department 2015).  The MRF has a permitted processing 

capacity of 1,750 tons per day and 1,014 vehicles per day. The MRF has a permitted processing capacity 

of 2,200 tons per day for municipal solid waste and construction and demolition debris; the compost 

portion of the MRF has a permitted processing capacity of 75,000 cubic yards (37,500 tons) and a design 

capacity of approximately 164,000 cubic yards (82,000 tons). 

Some debris would be generated during construction of the Project. However, the amount of waste 

generated would be minor and would be accommodated by existing capacity at the WRSL. The Project 



DRAFT MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION FOR THE 24- ACRE PARK MASTER PLAN PROJECT 

   12978 

 85 June 2021 

would generate small quantities of waste during operation. Waste would be collected by Recology Auburn 

Placer and transported to the WRSL. The WRSL has existing permitted capacity to accept small quantities 

of waste that would be generated by the Project. All waste would be transported and disposed of by 

Recology Auburn Place in accordance with applicable regulations. No impact would occur associated with 

solid waste exceeding State or local standards or the capacity of the WRSL and all solid waste would be 

handled in accordance with solid waste reduction goals and recycling mandates. Impacts associated with 

solid waste generated by the Project would be less than significant. 

e) Would the project comply with federal, state, and local management and reduction statutes and 

regulations related to solid waste? 

Project construction would generate solid waste in the form of building materials, asphalt, and general 

construction waste. Construction waste materials would be hauled to the WRSL, which has adequate 

permitted and physical capacity to accept construction waste materials. Park operations would not 

generate large quantities of solid waste. Solid waste generated during park operatons would be collected 

by Recology Auburn Placer and transported to the WRSL. Solid waste transport and disposal would comply 

with all applicable regulations for solid waste handling, disposal, and recycling and no impact would result 

from non-compliance with applicable statutes and regulations.  

3.20 Wildfire 

 

Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant 

Impact With 

Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 

Significant 

Impact No Impact 

XX. WILDFIRE – If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard 

severity zones, would the project: 

a) Substantially impair an adopted emergency 

response plan or emergency evacuation 

plan? 

    

b) Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other 

factors, exacerbate wildfire risks, and 

thereby expose project occupants to, 

pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or 

the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire? 

    

c) Require the installation or maintenance of 

associated infrastructure (such as roads, 

fuel breaks, emergency water sources, 

power lines, or other utilities) that may 

exacerbate fire risk or that may result in 

temporary or ongoing impacts to the 

environment? 

    

d) Expose people or structures to significant 

risks, including downslope or downstream 

flooding or landslides, as a result of runoff, 

post-fire slope instability, or drainage 

changes? 
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Setting 

The Project site is within the service area of Placer County Fire Department, which contracts with CAL FIRE for fire 

protection services. CAL FIRE mapping identifies the Project site as a Moderate Fire Hazard Severity Zone in a State 

Responsibility Area (CAL FIRE 2021). 

Impact Discussion 

a) Would the project substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan? 

The Project would construct new recreational facilities adjacent to the existing Regional Park. The Project 

would not increase traffic in the Project area in a way that could impede emergency response and does not 

include any structures or features that would physically interfere with implementation of emergency 

response or evacuation plans. The Project would rely on access via existing roadways and would not alter 

any public streets in such a way that would impair emergency response. The Project would not increase 

population that could result in indirect effects associated with impairing implementation of emergency 

response or evacuation plans. Therefore, the Project would have a less than significant impact. 

b) Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, would the project exacerbate wildfire risks, and 

thereby expose project occupants to, pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the uncontrolled 

spread of a wildfire? 

The Project site is not located within a High or Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone, as mapped by CAL FIRE 

(CAL FIRE 2021).  Urbanized areas and existing development exist adjacent to the Project site on the west, 

north, and east. The Project site currently supports grassland and oak woodlands and informal trails on the 

site are frequently used by the general public. ARD currently performs vegetation treatments on the property 

to maintain defensible space requirements and reduce the potential for wildfire and would continue to 

perform these treatments following development of the Project. Development of the Project would allow for 

a more frequent presence of ARD staff, contracted security, and law enforcement for monitoring visitor 

activities, and signs would be posted onsite advising of park rules, including rules prohibiting activities with 

potential to result in wildfire ignition. Developed activity areas would be subject to defensible space 

treatments to further reduce the potential for wildfire ignition and spread, and the Project would facilitate 

better access for emergency responders if a fire occurs. It is anticipated that the Project would reduce the 

potential risk to people and property from wildfire and that no impact would result from increased fire 

hazard or pollution generated from wildfire.  

c) Would the project require the installation or maintenance of associated infrastructure (such as roads, fuel 

breaks, emergency water sources, power lines, or other utilities) that may exacerbate fire risk or that may 

result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the environment? 

The Project would rely on an existing driveway for access to the proposed parking lot and would not require 

the installation or maintenance of a new road, fuel break, or emergency water source. Utilities would be 

brought onsite via the proposed driveway and would connect to existing utility lines along Richardson Drive. 

Vegetation maintenance and maintenance of defensible space would continue to occur as it does in the 

existing condition and impacts associated with elevated risk of fire as a result of park operations and 

maintenance would be less than significant.  
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d) Would the project expose people or structures to significant risks, including downslope or downstream 

flooding or landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage changes? 

The Project site is not located within a High or Very High Fire Hazard Severity Area Zone, as mapped by CAL 

FIRE (CALFIRE 2021), and topography onsite is mildly sloped and would not be subject to post-fire slope 

instability or landslides, rapid runoff, or drainage changes resulting in flooding if a fire were to occur. As 

discussed above, the Project would be expected to reduce the risk of wildfire occurring on the Project site 

and would therefore reduce associated post-fire risks related to geologic instability and changes in runoff; 

no impact is expected to occur associated with from changes resulting from the Project.  

3.21 Mandatory Findings of Significance 

 

Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant 

Impact With 

Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 

Significant 

Impact No Impact 

XXI. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE  

a) Does the project have the potential to 

substantially degrade the quality of the 

environment, substantially reduce the 

habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a 

fish or wildlife population to drop below self-

sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a 

plant or animal community, substantially 

reduce the number or restrict the range of a 

rare or endangered plant or animal or 

eliminate important examples of the major 

periods of California history or prehistory? 

    

b) Does the project have impacts that are 

individually limited, but cumulatively 

considerable? (“Cumulatively considerable” 

means that the incremental effects of a 

project are considerable when viewed in 

connection with the effects of past projects, 

the effects of other current projects, and the 

effects of probable future projects)? 

    

c) Does the project have environmental effects 

which will cause substantial adverse effects 

on human beings, either directly or 

indirectly? 
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a) Does the project have the potential to substantially degrade the quality of the environment, substantially 

reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self -

sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, substantially reduce the number 

or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal, or eliminate important examples of the 

major periods of California history or prehistory? 

The Project site include oak woodland habitat and provides suitable habitat for nesting birds and other 

wildlife, as discussed in Section 3.4 of this Initial Study. With implementation of mitigation measures 

identified in Section 3.4 and as conditions of permit issuance by CDFW and compliance with the PCCP, the 

Project would not reduce habitat for fish or wildlife species, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal 

community, or adversely affect rare or endangered species. Implementation of Mitigation Measures BIO.1 

through BIO.3 would ensure that project impacts to biological resources would be less than significant.  

As discussed in Section 3.5, no known cultural resources would be affected by the Project, though known 

resources exist within ½ mile of the Project site. Implementation of Mitigation Measure CUL.1 would ensure 

that appropriate measures are implemented to ensure that impacts to any inadvertent discovery of cultural 

resources during ground- disturbing activities remains less than significant. Mitigation Measure CUL.2 

would ensure compliance with applicable regulations and appropriate protocol should human remains be 

unearthed during Project construction. With implementation of mitigation measures impacts would be less 

than significant.  

b) Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively considerable? 

(“Cumulatively considerable” means that the incremental effects of a project are considerable when 

viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of other current projects, and the 

effects of probable future projects)? 

The Project would develop a park on approximately 19 acres of a 24 acre site. impact analyses included in 

this Initial Study takes into account nearby projects and considers the Project within the context of local 

and regional planning guidance. Cumulative impacts of the project and other similar projects would result 

in less than significant effects with implementation of the mitigation measures identified throughout this 

Initial Study. 

c) Does the project have environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, 

either directly or indirectly? 

The Project would be consistent with applicable local ordinances and policies related to land use, noise, 

and protection of natural resources and the environment, as disclosed by this Initial Study. The analyses of 

impacts provided throughout this Initial Study evaluates direct and indirect impacts that could result from 

the Project. Impacts within all resource categories evaluated would be less than significant with 

implementation of mitigation measures identified throughout this document.  
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